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PBEFACE. 


Some  time   ago,  I  publislied  the  first  volume  of  a 

Biograpliy   of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  intending  to  add  a 

second  volume  of  the  same  length  and  on  the  same 

plan.     It  has  been  represented  to  me  that  a  different 

arrangement  would  be  more  suitable.    I  have  received 

many  assurances   of  the   value  of  my    work  from 

competent  authorities ;  and  its  reception  in  the  Press 

was  fiar  more  gratifying  than  I  ventured  to  expect 

It  was   highly   praised    by   many  journals,  which^ 

perhaps,  may  be  accepted  as  proof  that  it  possessed 

some  merit ;  it  was  attacked  by  others  with  a  violence 

which,  perhapsi  as  clearly  proved  that  it  had  some 

force.     But  the  plan  I  adopted  in  writing  it  was 

calculated,  I  now  believe,  to  make  the  work  valuable 

to  the   politician   and   the  journalist,   rather   than 

popular  with  the  general  public    Instead,  therefore, 

of  adhering  to  my  original  intention,  I  accepted  the 

representations  made  to  me,  and  set  about  producing 

a  new  work  on  a  new  plan.    I  determined  to  give, 
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as  before,  copious  quotations  from  the  speeches  and 
writings  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  so  as  to  afford  the 
reader  material  for  accepting  or  rejecting  my  con- 
clusions ;  but  I  resolved  that  those  quotations  should 
for  the  most  part  be  placed  in  foot-notes,  instead 
of  being  embodied  in  the  text.  In  that  way  I  hoped 
to  avoid  interruption  of  the  narrative ;  and  to  consult 
that  liberty  of  choice  which  every  reader  demands 
in  these  days — the  liberty  to  read  or  to  skip  as 
he  may  please.  It  was  also  part  of  my  plan  to 
omit  everything  that  did  not  have  important  bearing 
on  my  subject.  Another  way  in  which  I  deter- 
mined to  make  my  new  work  different  from  the 
old  one  was  in  the  arrangement  of  the  incidents. 
Acting  on  those  ideas,  I  have  now  written  a  book 
which,  except  in  the  general  tendency  of  opinion,  is 
almost  completely  different  from  my  first.  My  first 
work  consisted  of  746  pages,  and  brought  the  life 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  down  to  the  fall  of  Peel  in 
1846;  the  present  work,  carrying  the  narrative 
down  to  the  entry  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  Lord 
Salisbury  into  London,  after  the  conclusion  of  the 
Berlin  Treaty,  contains  just  675  pages.  This  second 
book,  retracing  all  the  ground  in  my  first,  and 
dealing  with  thirty-two  years  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
life  besides,  contains  70  pages  less    than  the  first. 


PREFACE  V 

I  r^ret  having  had  to  enter  into  these  purely  per- 
flonal  details,  but  they  are  made  necessary  by  many 
drcomstances. 

I  have  again  to  acknowledge  the  assistance  I  have 
received  firom  previous  writers  on  the  same -subject. 
I  may  mention  the  Biography  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
attributed  to  Mr.  Macknight;  the  life  by  Mr.  Mac- 
Gilchrist,  published  by  Messrs.  Cassell  and  Co,;  the 
life  by  the  late  Mr.  G.  H:  Francis;  and  the  short 
sketch  in  Mr.  Jeafferson's  ''Novels  and  Novelists." 
I  have  likewise  derived  much  assistance  from  two 
able  pamphlets  by  Mr.  Sedley  Taylor,  the  one  on  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1867,  the  other  on  the  Eastern  question ; 
and  a  series  of  brilliant  Essays  in  the  Fortnightly 
RevieWy  under  the  title,  "  The  Political  Adventures  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield/'  have  also  given  me  many  valu- 
able suggestions.  But  the  assistance  I  have  received 
from  books  is  small  compared  with  that  I  have 
received  firom  firiends,  who  have  helped  me  in  collect- 
ing materials  in  my  laborious  task.  Without  the  aid 
of  Mr.  Carey  Taylor,  Mr.  D.  MacSweeney,  and  my 
brother,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  I  should  not  have  been 
able  to'  finish  my  work  within  even  the  considerable 
period  it  has  already  occupied  me. 

One  word,  finally,  as  to  the  views  expressed.    I- 
daim  to  have  advanced  no  opinion,  which  has  not 
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been  tested  by  patient  investigatLon  of  facte,  and 
by  candid  consideration.  At  leasts  I  can  say  that 
I  have  made  no  statement  for  which  I  do  not  give 
authority;  that  I  have  pronounced  no  judgment 
without,  supplying  the  iuAa  by  which  it  can  be 
tested;  .and  that  I  have  endeavoured  to  convince 
the  reader  of  nothiug  of  which  I  have  not  convinced 
myself. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

BIBTH  AND   EABLY   YEARS. 

Thksk  are  two  stories  with  regard  to  the  date  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  birth :  the  one  given  by  him- 
self, tlio  other  by  Mr.  Picciotto.  According  to 
"Dod/' — that  is.  Lord  Beaconsfield, — the  future 
Premier  was  bom  on  December  21,  in  the  year  1805  : 
Mr.  Picciotto  fixes  the  date  of  the  birth  in  1804— 
a  year  earlier.*  There  is  the  same  uncertainty 
as  to  where  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  born :  some  say 
it  was  in  Hackney;  but  the  generally  accepted  tra- 
dition is  that  it  was  in  the  house  at  the  south-west 
comer  of  Bloomsbury  Square,  facing  Hart  Street. 

He  was  the  son  of  Isaac  D'Israeli,  and  of  Maria, 
daughter  of  George  (or  Joshua)  Basevi,  of  Brighton, 
and  was  the  second  of  four   children.     His   sister 

«  <«  Sketches  of  Anglo-Jewiah  History/*  p.  300. 

1 


i 


2  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

Sarah^  was  the  eldest  child :  Balph  and  James  were 
yonnger  than  he.  Sarah  accompanied  her  brother 
on  one  of  his  Eastern  tonrs,  and  there  are  strong 
traces  of  her  influence  in  "Alroy."  She  died  in 
1859^  and  her  tomb  may  be  seen  in  Willesden  Ceme- 
tery^  Paddington.*    James  was  appointed  by  Lord 

*  Miss  D*Israeli  plays  an  important  part  in  the  life  of  her  father. 
^  Towards  the  end  of  the  year  1839,  still  in  the  fall  Tlgoor  of  his 
health  and  intellect^*'  writes  Lord  Beaconsfield  of  his  father,  <'he 
suffered  a  paralysis  of  the  optic  nerve ;  and  that  eye  which  so  long  a 
term  had  kindled  with  critical  interest  oyer  the  Yolomes  of  so  many 
literatures  was  doomed  to  pursue  its  animated  course  no  more." 
'*  Unhappily/'  proceeds  Lord  Beaconsfield,  "  his  preyious  hahits  of 
study  and  composition  rendered  the  hahit  of  dictation  intolerable, 
even  impossible  to  him.     But  with  the  assistance  of  his  daughter, 
whose  intelligent  solicitude  he  has  commemorated  in  more  than  one 
grateful  passage,  he  selected  from  his  manuscript  three  volumes.^' 
("  Curiosities  of  Literature  of  Isaac  D'lsraeli,"  edited  by  his  Son. 
Introduction,  yiii.,  ix.)    Let  me  give  one  or  two  specimens  from  the 
<*  grateful  passages "  in  which  Isaac  D'Israeli  speaks  of  the  "  intelli- 
gent solicitude  **  of  his  daughter.     In  the  Preface  to  the  *'  Amenities 
of  Literature  "  (Mozon,  1841,)  occurs  the  following  passage  :  **  There  is 
one  more  remark  in  which  I  must  indulge ;  the  author  of  the  present 
work  is  denied  the  satisfaction  of  reading  a  single  line  of  it,  yet  he 
flatters  himself  that  he  shall  not  trespass  on  the  indulgence  he  claims 
for  any  slight  inadvertencies.    It  has  been  confided  to  onb  whose 
eyes  unceasingly  pursue  the  volume  for  him  who  can  never  read,  and 
whose  eager  hand  traces  the  thought  ere  it  vanish  in  the  thinking ; 
but  it  is  only  a  father  who  can  conceive  the  affectionate  patience 
of  filial  devotion."  (ix.-x.)     "Public  favour,"  he  writes  again  in 
the  "Miscellanies  of  Literature,"  (Mozon,  1840,  Preface,  vi.,)  "has 
encouraged  the  republication  of  these  various  works,  which,  often 
referred  to,  have  long  been  difficult  to  procure.    It  has  been  deferred 
from  day  to  day  with  the  intention  of  giving  the  subjects  a  more 
ailarged  investigation  ;  but  I  have  delayed  the  task  till  it  cannot  be 
performed.     One  of  the  Calamities  of  Authors  falls  to  my  lot,  the 
delicate  organ  of  vision  has  suffered  a  singular  disease — ^which  no 
oculist  by  his  touch  can  heal,  and  no  physician  by  his  knowledge  can 
expound ;  so  much  remains  conceruing  the  frame  of  man  unrevealed 
u>  man  1    In  the  midst  of  my  library,  I  am,  as  it  were,  distant  from 
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Beaoonsficdd  to  a  Gommissionership  in  the  Inland 
RerennCj  and  died,  rather  suddenly,  in  1868.  Balph, 
who  also  owes  his  elevation  to  his  better-known 
brother,  still  holds  the  office  of  Deputy  Clerk  of 
Parliaments. 

The  first   of  the  family  to   settle  in  England  was 

it.  M J  unfinished  labonrs,  frustrated  designs,  remain  paralysed.  In 
the  joyous  heat  I  wander  no  longer  over  the  wide  circuit  hefore  me. 
The  *•  strucken  deer '  has  the  sad  privil^e  to  weep  when  he  lies  down, 
perhaps  no  more  to  course  amid  those  far-distant  woods  where  once 
he  sought  to  range.  Although  thus  compelled  to  refrain  in  a  great 
measure  from  all  manual  labour,  and  incapacitated  from  the  use  of 
the  pen  and  the  book,  these  works  notwithstanding  have  received 
many  important  corrections,  having  been  read  over  to  me  with  critical 
precision.  Amid  this  partial  darkness,  I  am  not  left  without  a  distant 
hope  nor  a  present  consolation ;  and  to  heb  who  has  so  often  lent  to 
me  the  light  of  her  eyes,  the  intelligence  of  her  voice,  and  the  careful 
work  of  her  hand,  the  author  must  ever  owe  the  *  debt  immense '  of 
paternal  gratitude.*' 

Mr.  H.  O.  Bohn,  the  eminent  publisher,  in  a  letter  to  the  Richmond 
and  Twickenham  Timei^  August  3,  1878,  gives  the  following  interest- 
ing particulars  vrith  regard  to  Mr.  Meredith,  the  betrothed  of  Miss 
Disraeli  :  "  The  Mr.  Meredith  who  was  engaged  to  marry  Miss  Sarah 
D'Israeli  was  an  accomplished  and  highly  educated  gentleman,  the 
nephew  and  adopted  heir  of  Mr.  William  Meredith,  a  retired  con- 
tractor of  considerable  wealth  who  had  remained  a  confirmed  celibate 
to  an  advanced  age.    His  name  had  become  familiar  in  literary 
circles  in  consequence  of  his  liberal  patronage  of  Mr.  Thomas  Taylor, 
the  so-called  Platonist,  whose  translation  of  Aristotle  in  ten  volumes 
quarto,  and  many  other  translations  from  the  Greek,  he  encouraged 
and  paid  for  to  the  extent  of  several  thousand  pounds,  besides  grant* 
ing  him  'an  annuity  for  life.     Mr.  Meredith's  great  enjoyment  wa« 
literary  society,  to  which  end  he  used  during  the  London  season  to 
give  monthly  dinners — ^literary  symposia — to  parties  of  eight,  rarely 
more,  at  which,  besides  myself,  were  usually  present  Mr.  Thomas 
Taylor,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Mr.  Day,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioner,  Mr. 
Meredith,   junior,  and   occasionally    one  or  both    the   D' Israelis. 
There  were  others,  but  I  don't  remember  their  names.    The  eldest 
Mr.  Meredith  died  late  in  the  summer  of  1831,  and  with  the  exception 
ol  the  annuity  already  granted  to  Mr.  Thomas  Taylor,  bequeathed  aU 
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Benjamin  D'Israelij  grandfa&er  of  the  present  bearer 
of  the  same  name.  As  to  the  history  of  the  family 
before  their  arrival  in<  England,  we  have  to  rely 
wholly  on  the  authority  of  Lord  Beaconsfield;  and 
his  story  is  somewhat  fanciful.  His  grandfather,  he 
tells  us^*  was  ''an  Italian  descendant  from  one  of 
those  Hebrew  &milies  whom  the  Inquisition  forced 
to  emigrate  from  the  ^Moush  Peninsula  at  the  end  of 
the  fifteenth  century,  and  who  found  a  refuge  in  the 
more  tolerant  atmosphere  of  the  Venetian  Bepublic.^' 
In  their  new  home  they  dropped  their  ''G-othic 
surname/'  and  ''  grateful  to  the  Gt>d  of  Jacob,  who 
had  sustained  them  through  unprecedented  trials, 
and  guarded  them  through  unheard-of  perils,  they 
assumed  the  name  of  Disraeli,  a  name  never  borne 
before  or  since  by  any  other  family,  in  order  that 
their  race  might  for  ever  be  recognised/' 

Continuing  the  story  in  the  same  strain,  he  tells 

his  property,  including  a  fine  library,  to  the  nephew  in  question,  who, 
however,  died  of  fever  at  Gibraltar  on  his  way  home,  a  few  days  alter 
his  uncle,  and  before  he  could  receive  tidings  of  the  event.  In  con- 
sequence of  this,  the  property  passed  to  his  father's  rather  numerous 
family,  which  was  by  no  means  originally  intended.  Miss  D'Israeli 
retired  to  Twickenham  in  1832,  where  she  resided  till  within  a  short 
time  of  her  death,  in  one  of  the  Ailsa  Park  villas,  solacing  herself 
with  charitable  pursuits  and  the  cultivation  of  her  small  garden."  The 
inscription  on  her  monument  is  as  fcdlows :  ''  In  Memory  of  Sarah, 
only  Daughter  of  Isaac  D^Israeli,  Esqre.,  Author  of  Curiosities  of 
literature.  Bom  29th  Deer.,  1802.  Died  19th  Deer,,  1859."  The 
monument  consists  of  a  Maltese  Gross,  which  bears  the  letters  LH.S., 
and  at  the  junction  of  the  arms  is  the  inscription  **  Thy  will  be  done," 
graven  in  old  English  characters. 

*  "  Curiosities  of  Literature  of  Isaac  Disraeli,"  edited  by  his  Son. 
I.  Introduction,  zz. — xxii.    Fourteenth  edition,  1849. 
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Dfl  ihat  the  Disraelis  belonged  to  the  higher  Jewish 
caste  of  the  Sephardim^  and  that  they  were  related  to 
the  yery  best  Hebrew  &milies.      It  is  not  explained 
to  ns  why  Disraeli  should  be  considered  a  name  so 
pecnKar  in  a  Jew:    it  is  simply  Israel^  with  a  'd' 
prefixed^   and  a  vowel  added :    in  other  words^   an 
Italianized  form  of  one  of  the  very  commonest  of  all 
Jewish  names.    Nor  does  Lord  Beaconsfield  explain 
why  a   name  so  peculiar^  and  by    which   the    race 
was  to  ''  be  for  ever  recognised/'  has  been  changed 
by  himself.     His  father  always   spelled    the    name 
"  lyisraeli,'*  and  so,  as  a  rule,  did  Lord  Beaconsfield 
himself   in  his  earlier  years.     And,   finally,  we  have 
no   mention   here  of  a  third  variety  of  the   name. 
We    hear  nothing— either    in    connection    with  the 
remarkable  name  itself,  or  in   the  catalogue  of  the 
family's  grand  relations — of  a  Mr.  Benjamin  Disraeli, 
who,  in  the  earlier  part  of  this  century,  carried  on 
business  as  a  money-lender  in  the  city  of  Dublin. 
This  omission  is  the  more  strange  if  it  be  true  that 
Mr.  Benjamin  Disraeli,  of  Dublin,  was  the  uncle  of 
Benjamin  Disraeli,  Earl  of  Beaconsfield. 

Up  to  the  publication  of  Mr.  Picoiotto's  interesting 
book,  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  the  con- 
nection of  Isaac  D'Israeli  with  the  Jewish  faith  was 
generally  supposed  to  have  been  slight  and  brief, 
and  certainly  to  have  closed  before  the  birth  of  his 
son.  Mr.  Picciotto  has  thrown,  however,  quite  a 
different  light  upon  this  subject.  It  is  true  that 
Isaac  D'lsraeli,  though   he  was  for  years  a  regular 
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subscriber  to  the  synagogaej*  was  never  a  regular 
attendant  at  its  services^  inherited  religions  indifEer- 
ence  on  both  sides^f  ^^^  abandoned  all  commnnion 
with  the  faith  on  very  small  canse.  But  he  remained 
in  avowed  commnnion  with  the  creed  till  181 7^  and 
did  not  completely  break  from  it  until  1821. 

As  a  consequence^  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  brought 
up  during  his  earlier  years  in  the  Jewish  faith ;  and 
both  he  and  his  brothers  were  ''  all  initiated  into  the 
covenant  of  Abraham/'  Mr.  Picciotto  even  gives  the 
name  of  the  person  who  performed  the  ''initiatory 
rite.'' J 

Lord  Beaconsfield^  however^  did  not  long  remain 
a  member  of  his  ancestral  faith;  but  the  circum- 
stances of  his  entrance  into    the  Christian   Church 

•  Picciotto,  p.  296. 

f  Jhid,^  p.  295 ;  and  Lord  Beaconsfield  gires  similar  testimony. 
His  grandfather,  he  says  {fiuriotitiu  of  Literature,  L  Int.,  zxiii.), 
'^  appears  never  to  have  cordially  and  intimately  mixed  with  his 
communion."  And  as  to  his  grandmother,  he  writes:  <* My  grand- 
mother, the  beautiful  daughter  of  a  family  who  had  suffered  much 
from  persecution,  had  imbibed  that  dislike  for  her  race  which  the 
vain  are  too  apt  to  adopt  when  they  find  that  they  are  born  to 
public  contempt.  The  indignant  feeling  that  should  be  reserved 
for  the  persecutor,  in  the  mortification  of  their  disturbed  sensibility, 
is  too  often  visited  on  the  victim ;  and  the  cause  of  annoyance  is 
recognised,  not  in  the  ignorant  malevolence  of  the  powerful,  but  in 
the  conscientious  conviction  of  the  innocent  siifferer.**  {Ibid.)  He 
adds  that  she  was  *'  so  mortified  by  her  social  position  that  she  lived 
until  eighty  without  indulging  in  a  tender  expression."  (Ibid,  xxv.) 

t  **  It  may  be  interesting,"  writes  Mr.  Picciotto,  "  to  our  Jewish 
readers  to  learn  that  the  gentleman  who  performed  the  initiatory 
rite  on  the  present  Premier  of  England  was  a  relative  of  his  mother, 
the  late  David  Abarbenel  Idndo,  an  influential  member  of  the 
Spanish  and  Portuguese  congregation,  and  a  merchant  of  high  com- 
mercial standing."    (Note,  p.  300.) 
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are  not   clearly  known.     According    to    one    story^ 

Mr.  Rogers  was  iihe  author  of  the   great  work  of 

regeneration.     The  tale  goes  that  the  poet^  who  was 

an  intimate   friend  of  Isaac  D^Israeli^  took  a  fancy 

to  the  bookworm's  bright  young  child ;  and^  anxious 

that  religion  should  not  be  a  bar  to  his  success  in 

Ufe,  asked  whether  he  had  been  baptized.     Finding 

that,  though  twelve  years  of  age,  the  young  hopeful 

was  still  outside  the  pale  of  the  Church,  the  pious 

poet    brought    him  off  to  the   nearest  church,   and 

had  him  baptized.     This  tale  ought  certainly  to  be 

true;    it  would  fit  in  dramatically  with   the  rest  of 

Mr.  Disraeli's  career.     Fancy  the  champion-in-chief  of 

our  Established  Church  owing  his  Christianity  to  the 

whim  of  a  man  unconnected  with  him  in  blood — and 

the  whim  of  such  a  man !    Heine  says  one  ought  to 

be  yery  particular  as  to  what  grandfather  he  chooses ; 

perhaps   one   ought  to  be  even  more  particular  in 

his  choice  of  a  godfather.     It  was  certainly   rather 

ominous  to  have  as  one's  sponsor  a  man  declared  by 

the  experienced  Luttrell  to  be  the  greatest  sensualist 

he  had  ever  known.* 

According  to  the  other  account.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
owes   his    admission  to   the   Christian   Church  to  a 

•  "Luttrell  was  talking  of  Moore  and  Rogers — the  poetry  of 
the  former  so  licentions,  that  of  the  latter  so  pore;  mach  of  its 
popularity  owing  to  its  being  so  carefully  weeded  of  everything 
approaching  to  indelicacy  ;  and  the  contrast  between  the  live» 
and  the  ffMfrla  of  the  two  men — the  former  a  pattern  of  conjugal 
and  domestic  regularity,  the  latter,  of  all  the  men  he  had  ever 
known,  the  greatest  sensualist." — OreviUe's  Memoirs^  iii.  324.  Fourth 
edition. 
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Mrs.  Ellifl^  the  wife  of  a  literary  man  well  known 
some  years  ago.  She^  it  is  said^  took  advantage  of 
old  lyisraeli's  absenoe^  and  had  the  son  baptized. 

However^  whatever  donbt  there  may  eodst  as  to 
Mr.  Disraeli^s  sponsors^  there  is  no  donbt  that  he 
was  .baptized^  and  that  the  ceremony  took  place  in 
St.  Andrew's^  Holbom. 

This  pointy  long  in  dispute^  was  settled  by  ''  Syl- 
vaQus  Urban/'  of  the  OevMemcm'a  Magazine,  who^ 
in  the  December  number  of  1875,  gives  the  form 
on  the  page  opposite  as  a  copy  from  the  Register 
of  Baptisms. 

We  have  glimpses  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  own  words 
of  the  manner  of  his  life  in  his  youth.  His  father  is 
generally  supposed  to  have  stood  for  one  of  the 
figures  in  "Vivian  Grey,"  and  the  description  there 
given  of  him  represents  a  man  at  ease  in  his  circum- 
stances, devoted  to  study,  and  but  slightly  attentive 
to  the  every-day  cares  of  life.  His  son  was  probably 
allowed  pretty  much  his  own  way;  and  was  not 
so  much  reared,  as  allowed  to  grow.  It  is,  perhaps, 
characteristic  of  the  father's  easy  way  of  taking 
his  child's  destiny  that  he  did  not  send  him  to 
Eton,  or  to  any  other  of  the  fashionable  schools. 
Indeed,  the  places  where  Lord  Beaconsfield  was 
educated  are  so  obscure  that  there  is  some  diffi- 
culty in  finding  out  which  they  were.  I  believe  he 
spent  some  portion  of  his  boyhood  in  a  boarding- 
school  at  Winchester;  not  in  the  great  school  of 
the  town,  but  in  a  private  establishment  there.     He 
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is  also  said  to  liave  attended  a  school  taught  by 
a  Unitarian  clergyman  at  Walthamstow ;  and  in  an 
essay  in  the  Edinbu/rgh  Bemew,  by  Mr.  A.  Hayward, 
Q.C.^  I  find  it  stated  that  he  received  part  of  his 
education  in  Hampshire. 

Whatever  he  does  know^  however^  Lord  Beaconsfield 
probably  owes  principally  to  himself.  We  can  quite 
fancy  that  one  of  his  dreamy  and  imaginative  nature 
took  a  strong  delight  in  poring  over  the  quaint 
volumes  with  which  the  library  of  the  author  of  the 
"Curiosities  of  literature''  was  filled.  The  history 
of  his  own  people,  it  is  evident,  was  one  of  the  sub- 
jects of  which  he  was  passionately  fond ;  for  we  find 
traces  in  several  of  his  works — ^particularly  in  his  early 
ones — of  considerable  acquaintance  with  the  story  of 
the  Jewish  people.  The  thoughts  which,  in  these 
hours  of  boyish  study,  were  suggested  of  the  contrast 
between  the  sublime  Hebrew  past  and  the  mean 
Hebrew  present,  had  their  share  in  firing  the  boy's 
imagination,  in  stirring  his  ambition,  perhaps  also  in 
hardening  his  heart. 

One  great  advantage  Lord  Beaconsfield  reaped 
from  the  position  of  his  father :  he  obtained  through 
it  the  entree  into  good  London  society.  Self-confident, 
ready-tongued,  and  handsome,  it  is  evident  that  he 
made  the  most  of  this  advantage ;  and  we  find  him 
at  a  very  early  age  a  prominent  figure  at  one  of  the 
most  prominent  salons  of  London  in  that  day. 

While  Mr.  Disraeli  was  a  youth,  the  Countess  of 
Blessington  and  the  Count  d'Orsay  were  still  in  the 
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prime    of    life    and   the    heydej  of    fortune.      The 
maimer  of  life  which  the  Countess  led  has  been  so 
often    described^   that    I  may  dismiss    the    subject 
m  a  few   words.     Her  ladyship,  it  is  known,   was 
the  daugliter  of  a  drunken,  brutal,  and  impecunious 
Irish  squire,  and  spent  her  earlier  days  in  a  small 
town  in  Ireland.      Conscious  at  the  same  time  of 
extremely  brilliant  talents  and  brilliant  beauty,  she 
must  have  felt  T^th  terrible  bitterness  the  squalor 
of  her  early  surroundings,  and  have  learned  to  prize 
with   fierce    earnestness    the    advantages  of  wealth. 
Then,  she  received  from  childhood  the  bad  training 
of  those  who  have  to  hide  from  the  outside  world 
the  misery  of  their  circumstances.     And,  in  addition, 
she  was  allowed  unrestrained  liberty,  and  made  ample 
use  of   the  indulgence  by  audacious  flirtations  with 
the  garrison  officers.    Her  girlhood  was   the  fittest 
training    for   an    after-life    of  female  Bohemianism. 
Nor  was   her    womanhood  passed    in   circumstances 
more  favourable.     She  was  married  before  she  was 
sixteen  to  a  Captain  Farmer,  who  was,   or  became, 
a  wild  and  insane  drunkard.     Separated  from  him, 
she  passed  some  years  as  the  companion  of  a  former 
admirer.     Captain  Farmer  died  in  1817;  four  montlis 
after  his  death,  his  widow  was  married  to  the  Earl  of 
Blessiugton.     The  death  of  the  Earl  of  Blessington  in 
1829  again  left  her  a  widow. 

With  the  Countess  of  Blessington  lived  Count 
d'Orsay.  As  he,  too,  has  often  been  described,  I 
may  dismiss  him  also  with  a  few  words.     He  had, 
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it  is  well  known,  been  married  to  the  danghter  of 
the  Earl^  and  the  step-daughter  of  the  GonnteBs  of 
Blessington.  The  matdi,  for  some  reason  or  other^ 
proyed  unhappy.  13ie  Oount^  his  wife^  and  the 
Conntess  of  Blessington  had  at  one  time  lived  all 
three  together,  bat  after  two  years  of  this  life  the 
yeung  Countess  took  leave  of  her  husband  and  her 
step-mother,  and  from  that  time  till  their  death, 
in  various  places  and  amid  variotus  fortunes,  Count 
d'Orsay  and  the  Countess  of  Blessington  lived  to- 
gether. They  were  perfectly  suited  tiie  one  to  the 
other,  and  evidently  were  deeply  attached.  But  as  to 
whether  their  relations  were  immoral,  as  they  were 
equivocal,  society  had  then,  as  now,  strong  suspicions, 
yet  no  absolute  certainty.  It  is,  however,  but  just 
to  say  that,  in  his  last  days,  when  the  heavy  hand 
of  illness  had  already  fallen  on  him,  and  the  heavier 
hand  of  death  was  very  near,  and  when  already  the 
Countess  was  dead.  Count  d^Orsay  solemnly  declared 
that  he  had  never  borne  any  love  towards  her  but 
that  of  a  son  to  a  mother. 

The  Count  was  blessed  by  nature  with  a  fine  &ce 
and  a  splendid  figure,  and,  as  is  known,  was,  amid 
all  the  dandies  of  his  time,  the  acknowledged  leader 
of  &shion,  dictating  with  equal  omnipotence  the 
code  of  a  ballroom  and  the  shape  of  a  hat.  Nature, 
besides,  had  bestowed  on  him  the  still  greater  blessing 
of  perfect  health,  and  accordingly  he  was  cheerful 
amid  multitudinous  embarrassments,  and  was  never 
a£9icted  by  that  weariness  of  spirit  which  so  often 
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afflicts  the  favoarites  of  fortune.  He  was^  besides^ 
the  paragon  of  politeness^  had  artistic  ability  of  a 
Ikigh  order,  ^nd  those  who  knew  him  best  (Lord 
Beaconafield  among  the  rest*)  declare  that,  besides 
tboee  ahowy  talents,  he  had  a  keen  and  solid  intellect. 

The  company  that  Mr.  Disraeli  met  at  the  Countess 
of  Blessington's  was  of  a  motley  character.  The 
fature  Emperor  of  the  Frencli,  then  plain  Prince 
Lonifl  Napoleon,  was  often  there — ^taciturn,  abstracted, 
sod,  according  to  the  appearance  of  the  times,  a 
dreamer  of  wild  dreams.  And  with  him  came,  too, 
M.  de  Morny,  engaged  as  yet  in  composing  light 
love  poems,  occasionally  strumming  the  guitar,  and 
giving  to  but  few,  and  perhaps  not  even  to  himself, 
sny  indication  of  the  will  of  iron  and  the  heart  of 
steel  that  could  plot  the  strangulation  of  a  republic, 
the  quick  assassination  of  hundreds  in  the  streets, 
and  the  alow  murder  of  thousands  in  the  pontoons. 

There,  too,  probably  Mr.  Disraeli  occasionally  heard 
Theodore  Hookas  good-natured,  and  Horace  Smithes 
pointed,  wit,  Tom  Moore's  melodies,  and  the  evil 
stories  of  Bogers;  and  it  may  have  been  in  this 
debateable  ground  t|)at  he  first  laid  the  foundations 
of  that  friendship  with  Lord  Lyndhurst  which  was  tc 
so  greatly  help  and  so  deeply  influence  his  career. 

It  will  be  seen  that,  however  varied  the  nationality, 
the  pursuit,  and  the  character  of  the  people  who  met 
at  the  Countess  of  Blessington's,  there  was  yet  a 
oertaiu  similarity — a  sort  of  family  likeness — ^between 

♦  "  Lothair/*  General  Preface,  rviii. 
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several  of  them.    Tlie  equivocal  cliaracter  of  the  house 
was  reflected  in  the  equivocal  character  of  the  guests. 

Many  of  the  guests,  like  the  host,  were  gamblers 
with  fortune :  great  in  hope  and  deep  in  debt,  rich 
in  talents  and  energy,  but  with  a  career  spoiled  or 
not  yet  come,  and  ever  expecting  the  morrow  that 
would  bring  sublime  fortune— or  abysmal  ruin. 

We  see,  then,  the  double  influences  to  which  the 
young  Disraeli  was  subjected.  On  the  one  hand, 
there  was  the  literary  quiet  of  his  homej  on  the 
other,  the  bustle  of  a  society  in  which  he  moved 
among  the  active  and  the  great  of  the  earth.  His 
surroundings  at  once  suggested  literary  effort  and 
political  ambition. 

The  nature,  too,  which  was  exposed  to  these 
different  sets  of  circumstances,  was,  like  that  of 
most  men,  a  very  mixed  one.  On  one  side  of  his 
character  dreamy,  imaginative,  and  abstracted,  young 
Disraeli  was  on  the  other  active,  practical,  and 
observant.  And  now  we  proceed  to  describe  the 
fruits  which  this  variety  of  circumstances  and  this 
mixture  of  character  produced. 

But  before  I  proceed  to  the  description  of  the 
young  Disraeli^s  mental  character,  it  will  not  be 
amiss  to  say  something  of  his  rather  remarkable 
exterior.  According  to  unanimous  contemporary 
testimony,  he  was  singularly  handsome.  He  had 
long  raven  locks,  eyes  bright  with  intelligence  and 
vivacity,  a  regular  nose,  and  a  complexion  of  ultra- 
romantic  pallor.     Unfortunately,  Mr.  Disraeli  appears 
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to  have  been  as  conscioos  of  his  beauty  as  of  his 
other  gifts.  There  are  traditions  of  his  having  out- 
dandied  even  the  leaders  in  that  age  of  dandies. 
We  hear  of  coats  of  yelvet  and  strange  cut^  flashing 
rings,  and  interminable  chains,  tasselled  canes,  and 
such  like  extravagances.* 

In  1826  occurred  a  remarkable  event  in  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  life:  in  that  year  was  published  the 
first  volume  of  ''  Vivian  Grrey.''     The  success  of  the 

*  "  He  was,**  writes  one  of  Mr.  Diaraeli's  most  caustic  critics,  (J.  C. 
Jesffireson,  *' Novels  and  Novelists,*')  *'an  egregious  dandy.  Foppery 
to  an  extreme  of  extravagance  was  the  mode  with  lads  thirty  years 
ago ;  but  he  outstripped  every  one  of  his  competitors  in  personal 
adornment.  At  this  day  matrons  of  fashion  often  recall  the  graces, 
the  separate  trappings,  and  the  entire  appearance  of  Disraeli  the 
younger  as  he  made  his  first  essay  in  the  great  world;  his  ringlets, 
of  silken  black  hair,  his  flashing  eyes,  his  effeminate  air  and  lisping 
voice,  his  dress  coat  of  black  velvet  lined  with  white  satin,  his  white 
kid  gloves,  with  his  wrist  surmoimted  by  a  long  hanging  fringe  of 
bla<^  silk,  and  his  ivoiy  cane,  of  which  the  handle,  inlaid  with  gold, 
iras  relieved  by  more  black  silk  in  the  shape  of  a  tassel." 

"D'IsraeU,"  writes  N.  P.  Willis,  ("  Pendllings  by  the  Way,") 
describing  an  evening  at  the  Countess  of  Blessington's,  "  had  arrived 
before  me,  and  sat  in  the  deep  window  looking  out  upon  Hyde  Park, 
with  the  last  rays  of  daylight  reflected  from  the  gorgeous  gold  flowers 
of  a  splendidly  embroidered  waistcoat.  Patent  leather  pumps,  a  white 
stick  with  a  black  cord  and  tassel,  and  a  quantity  of  chains  about  his 
neck  and  pockets,  served  to  make  him,  even  in  the  dim  light,  a  con-* 
■picuous  object.  .  .  .  D' Israeli  has  one  of  the  most  remarkable  faces  I 
erer  saw.  He  is  lividly  pale,  and,  but  for  the  energy  of  his  action 
and  the  strength  of  his  lungs,  would  seem  to  be  a  victim  to  con- 
ramption.  His  eye  is  black  as  Erebus,  and  has  the  most  mocking, 
lying-in-wait  sort  of  expression  conceivable.  His  mouth  is  alive  with 
a  kind  of  working  and  impatient  nervousness,  and  when  he  has  burst 
forth,  as  he  does  constantly,  with  a  particularly  successful  cataract 
of  expression,  it  assumes  a  curl  of  triumphant  scorn  that  would  be 
^rorthy  of  Mephistophelee.  His  hair  is  as  extraordinary  as  his  taste 
in  waistooats.  A  thick  heavy  mass  of  jet-black  ringlets  falls  over 
kii  left  cheek  almoet  to  his  oollarless  stock,  while  on  the  right  temple 
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book  was  enormoofl.  lis  witj  ite  cynicism,  its  splendid 
diction,  but  above  all  its  bold  introduction  under 
transparent  names  o£  the  mosir  prominent  characters 
of  the  day,  made  it  the  book  of  the  season.  It  was 
everywhere  called  for ;  in  the  papers  of  the  day  we 
find  mention  of  its  having  even  had  the  honour  of 
royal  perusal,  and  the  author  became   one  of  the 

it  is  parted  and  put  away  with  the  niuKitli  ooreftdneai  of  a  giil'a,  aod 
ahines  most  unotuaualy— 

'  With  thy  iaoonipMabto  oU,  MaoMnr  r  " 

We  have  from  this  all-too-graphio  writer,  and  others,  deecriptions 
as  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  manner  and  oonversation  at  this  stage  of  his 
career. 

The  oonversation  on  the  evening  Mr.  Willis  celebrates  turned  on 
Beckfoid  of  FonthilL  **  D'lsraeli,^'  continues  the  writer,  <<  was  the 
only  one  at  the  table  who  knew  him  (Beckford),  and  the  style  in 
which  he  gave  a  sketch  of  his  habits  and  manners  was  worthy  of 
himaell  I  might  as  well  attempt  to  gather  up  the  foam  of  the  sea 
as  to  oonvey  an  idea  of  the  extraordinary  language  in  which  he 
dothed  his  description.  There  were  at  least  five  words  in  every 
sentence  that  must  have  been  very  much  astonished  at  the  use  they 
were  put  to,  and  yet  no  others  apparently  could  so  well  have  con- 
veyed his  idea.  He  talked  like  a  racehorse  approaching  the  winning- 
post — every  muscle  in  action,  and  the  utmost  energy  of  expression 
flung  out  into  every  burst.  Victor  Hugo,  and  his  extraordinary 
novels,  came  next  under  discussion,  and  D'lsraeli,  who  was  fired  by 
his  own  eloquence,  started  o£E^  apropo»  da  hoUes^  with  a  long  story 
of  impalement  he  had  seen  in  Upper  Egypt.  It  was  as  good,  and 
perhaps  as  authentic,  as  the  description  of  the  Chow-tow-tow  in 
'Vivian  Qrey.'  The  circumstantiality  of  the  accoimt  was  equally 
horrible  and  amusing.  Then  followed  the  sufferer's  history,  with  a 
score  of  murders  and  barbarities  heaped  together,  like  Martius's 
'Feast  of  Belshazzar,'  with  a  mixture  of  horror  and  splendour  that 
was  unparalleled  in  my  experience  of  improvisation.  No  mystic 
priest  of  the  Corybantes  could  have  worked  himself  up  into  a  finer 
frenzy  of  language.  Count  d'Orsay  kept  up  during  the  whole  con- 
versation and  narration  a  running  fire  of  witty  parentheses,  half 
French  and  half  English ;  and  with  chxunpagne  in  all  the  pores,  the 
hours  flew  on  very  dashingly.     Lady  Blessington  left   us  towards 
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lions  of  the  hoar.  The  second  part  of  the  story- 
was  written  in  1827^  and  was  much  inferior  to  the 
first.  In  1828  appeared  '^  Popanilla/'  a  satire  upon 
the  leading  political  topics  of  the  day.  It  is  a  very 
clever  work^  and,  indeed,  Mr.  Disraeli^s  chief  ex- 
cellence in  composition  lies  in  his  power  of  clever 
burlesque. 

To  this  period  also  belongs  the  *' Young  Duke/' 
a  work    somewhat    of   the    "Vivian    Grey''    style. 

mkliii^t,  and  then  the  oonTenation  took  a  rather  political  turn. 
And  somaihing  waa  aaid  ol  O'ConnelL  D'laraeli's  lipe  were  playing 
upon  the  edge  of  his  champagne  glaas,  which  he  had  just  drained, 
tad  o£F  he  waa  again  with  a  deeeription  of  the  interview  he  had 
had  wiUi  the  agitator  the  day  before,  ending  in  a  atory  of  an  Irish 
dragoon  who  waa  killed  in  the  Peninsula.  His  name  was  Sarsfield. 
His  arm  waa  shot  oflf^  and  he  waa  bleeding  to  death.  When  told 
he  ooald  not  live,  be  called  for  a  laige  ailTer  goUet^  out  of  which 
Qsually  ha  drank  claret.  He  held  to  it  the  gushing  artery,  and 
filled  it  to  the  brim  with  blood.  Looking  at  it  for  a  moment,  he 
toned  it  alowly  upon  the  ground,  muttering  to  himself,  'If  that 
had  been  for  Ireland  1*  and  expired.  You  can  have  no  idea  how 
thriUingly  this  story  was  told.  Fonblanque,  who  is  a  cold  political 
ntixist^  saw  nothing  in  the  man's  'decanting  hia  claret,'  and  so 
Vivian  Grey  got  into  a  passion,  and  for  a  while  was  silent. ** 

'^ICany  years  ago,  upwards  of  twenty,''  writes  Mr.  Madden,  the 
biographer  of  the  Countess  of  Blessington,  "  I  frequently  met  Mr. 
Diaraeii  at  Lady  Bleasington'a  abode  in  Seamore  Place.  It  needed 
no  ghoat  from  the  grave,  or  rapping  spirit  *rom  the  invisible  world, 
to  predicate  even  then  the  success  of  the  young  Disraeli  in  public 
hfe.  Thoogh  in  general  society  he  was  usually  silent  and  reserved, 
he  waa  cloeely  observant.  It  required  generally  a  subject  of  more 
than  common  interest  to  produce  the  fitting  degree  of  enthusiasm 
to  animate  him  and  to  stimulate  him  into  the  exerdae  of  his  mar- 
velloua  powers  of  converaation.  When  duly  excited,  however,  his 
command  of  language  was  truly  wonderful ;  his  power  of  sarcasm 
unsurpassed,  the  readiness  of  his  wit,  the  quickness  of  his  peroep- 
tioQ,  the  grasp  of  his  mind,  that  enabled  him  to  seize  all  the  points 
of  any  subject  under  discussion,  persons  would  only  call  in  question 
who  had  never  been  in  hif  company  at  the  period  I  refer  to." 
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Like  the  earlier  work^  it  professes  to  be  a  pictnre 
of  fashionable  society^  but  instead  of  tbe  4lite  being 
spoken  of  witb  the  scorn  which  we  find  in  the  earlier 
production^  they  are  described  in  terms  of  slavish 
adulation.  It  is  almost  astounding^  indeed^  to  find 
that  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  not  ashamed  at  the  present 
day  to  republish  this  very  poor  and  servile  production 
of  his  youth.  The  book  was  at  the  time  very  sharply 
criticised^  and  some  terms  which  were  employed 
towards  it  by  the  then  recently  established  WesU 
minster  Review  are  very  severe,  and  also  very  true, 
but  can  scarcely  be  mentioned  to  ears  so  delicate  as 
those  of  our  present  generation.  From  1828  to  1831 
he  was  engaged  for  the  most  part  in  foreign  travel. 
Of  this  portion  of  his  life  we  have  no  direct  informa- 
tion beyond  incidental  allusions  in  some  of  his  pub- 
lished works.  For  instance,  in  one  of  the  notes  to 
"  Alroy  '^  we  find  it  stated  that  he  visited  the  Mosque 
of  Omar  in  Jerusalem,  and  endeavoured  to  enter  it 
at  the  risk  of  his  life.*  It  is  also  evident  from  other 
passages  of  his  works  that  he  visited  the  chief 
countries  of  the  East.  This  tour  had  a  considerable 
influence  on  his  writings  and  his  character.  In  the 
presence  of  Jerusalem,  the  cradle  of  his  race,  he  seems 
to  have  been  elevated  to  a  serener  and  better  atmo- 
sphere than  that  of  the  salons  of  London,  and  the 
works  which  he  produced  at  this  period  are  much 
better  in  tone  and  finer  in  feeling  than  the  precocious 
cynicism  of  '*  Vivian  Grey,^^  and  the  ultra-fashionable 

•  New  edition,  note  35,  p.  76. 
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pretences  of  the  ''Young  Duke/'  During  these 
tiayelB  he  wrote  ''  Contarini  Fleming/'  This  he  tells 
us,  in  the  General  Preface  to  his  works  he  wrote  in 
1870,*  was  published  anonymously  in  the  midst  of  a 
revolution,  and  was  almost  stillborn.  He  goes  on, 
however,  to  add  that  the  story  gradually  found  ad- 
mirers— amongst  others  Goethe,  Beckford,  and  Heine. 
In  an  earlier  preface,  written  in  1845,  he  speaks  of 
the  design  of  the  work  as  being  to  describe  '^the 
development  and  formation  of  the  poetic  character,^' 
a  subject  ''virgin  in  the  imaginative  literature  of 
every  country ;  ^'  t  and  he  also  tells  us  that  for  the 
purpose  of  his  story  he  thought  it  better  to  select 
"  a  character  whose  position  in  life  should  be  at 
Tariance,  and,  as  it  were,  in  constant  conflict  with 
his  temperament.*'  He  was  a  being  who,  while  of 
southern  descent,  was  to  live  in  a  Scandinavian 
country,  and  whose  "  nervous  temperament  **  was,  in 
the  midst  of  "the  snows  and  forests  of  the  North,'*  to 
be  continually  acted  upon  by  "  the  image  of  a  distant 
and  most  romantic  city/*  Carrying  out  this  plan,  he 
makes  his  hero  the  descendant  from  a  Venetian  family, 
and  a  dweller  in  a  northern  country.  In  other  words, 
in  "Contarini  Fleming,*^  as  in  nearly  all  his  earlier 
works,  Mr.  Disraeli,  under  the  name  of  another  person, 
is  really  describing  himself.  He,  too,  a  dweller  in  the 
harsh  and  sunless  climate  of  England,  traces  back 
his  descent  to  ancestors  who  lived  by  the  shores  of 

*  Qenenl  Preface,  six.  * 

f  Prafaoe  to  <*  Contarini  Fleming/'  edition  1846. 
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the  Adriatic^  and,  in  Temoter  times,  moved  amid  the 
stately  temples  of  Jerusalem;  and,  in  the  midst  of  onr 
mist  and  fog,  his  imagination  is  hannted  by  the  memory 
of  the  clear  air  of  Venice,  and  the  brilliant  snn  of 
Palestine.  These  things  made  the  work  extremely  in- 
teresting. As  a  piece  of  composition,  however,  it  is 
very  unequal.  There  are  in  it  passages  of  poetic  self- 
abandonment,  of  pure  eloquence,  and  of  passionate 
feeling,  that  almost  make  us  doubt  whether  they  could 
have  been  written  by  the  cruel,  hard  man  of  the 
world  with  whom  we  are  now  all  familiar.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  are  some  scenes  which  are  fan- 
tastically and  wildly  absurd,  and  which  it  is  scarcely 
possible  to  conceive  as  the  products  of  a  man  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  real  literary  ability  and  genuine  wit, 
for  they  show  utter  deficiency  in  the  humour  that  dis- 
tinguishes between  bathos  and  sense.  But  literary 
taste  is  not  one  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  gifts,  and  even 
in  his  latest  utterances,  as  in  his  earliest,  we  find  him 
mistaking  tawdry  ornament  for  real  grace. 

As  in  ''Vivian  Grey,^'  we  are  told  at  considerable 
length  the  history  of  Contarini  Fleming's  schoolboy 
days,  and  of  his  feelings  at  this  period.  It  is  rather 
interesting  to  find  that  Contarini  ''  entertained  at  this 
time  a  deep  conviction  that  life  must  be  intolerable 
unless ^'  he  "were  the  greatest  of  men.''  " I  longed,'' 
says  the  hero,  "to  wave  my  inspiring  sword  at  the 
head  of  armies,  or  dash  into  the  very  heat  and  blaze 
of  eloquent  faction."* 

•  "  Contarini  Fleming,"  new  edition,  29. 
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We  have  also  a  description  of  a  schoolboy  fight, 
which  is  not  altogether  without  interest  as  pre- 
saging the  fature  career  of  the  man  who  is  telling 
this  story.  Contarini  has  succeeded  in  knocking 
his  antagonist  down;  ''and  indeed/^  he  continues, 
"I  would  not  have  waited  for  their  silly  rules  of 
mock  combat,  but  have  destroy<)d  him  in  his  pros- 
tration." *  The  reader,  in  the  course  of  this  nar- 
ratiye,  will  find  many  actions  recorded  in  which 
Lord  Beaconsfield  showed  no  inclination  whatever  to 
wait  for  the  ''silly  rules  of  mock  combat"  which  are 
supposed  to  regulate  the  struggles  between  honour- 
able men. 

The  father  of  Contarini  Fleming  is  one  of  the 
ministers  in  a  small  Court,  and  if  I  had  space  to 
qaote  at  length,  I  might  be  able  to  supply  the  reader 
with  many  extracts  which  foreshadow,  in  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  character  of  this  minister,  some  of  the 
manners  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  some  of  the  scenes 
in  which  he  has  taken  part.  Ultimately,  Contarini 
Fleming  becomes  the  private  secretary  of  his  father, 
and  assists  him  very  considerably  when  a  contest 
arises  between  him  and  a  Count  de  Moltke  for  the 
premiership  of  the  country.  Among  other  things,  he 
writes  an  anonymous  pamphlet  which  has  the  effect 
of  throwing  his  father^s  rival  into  ridicule.  We  have 
also,  at  this  period,  an  account  of  the  production  of  a 
story  called  "Manstein,^^  and  the  character  of  this 
work  corresponds  very  much,  almost  word  for  word, 

♦  lUd.  87. 
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with  tliat  of  ''  Vivian  Orey  .'^  But  the  most  remarkable 
and  important  scene  in  '^Contekrini  Fleming ''  is  that 
in  which  is  described  the  part  the  hero  took  in  a  con- 
gress. According  to  Contarini's  own  account  of  the- 
story^  his  father,  the  Prime  Minister^  and  the  King^ 
had  both  been  thoroughly  defeated  by  the  ambas- 
sadors of  the  other  powers,  until  he,  who  was  acting 
as  private  secretary  of  the  meeting,  suddenly  burst 
in  with  a  happy  piece  of  audacity,  and  succeeded  in 
carrying  all  those  points  which  his  colleagues  had 
almost  given  up  in  despair.  The  sentences  which 
follow  the  description  of  this  incident  I  give  in  full, 
partly  because  of  the  wondrous  prophecy  which  they 
contain,  and  partly  because  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
almost  the  very  best  passage  that  Lord  Beaconsfield 
has  ever  written : — 

''  The  Conference  broke  up,  and  my  father  retired  with  the 
King,  and  desired  me  to  wait  for  him  in  the  hall  I  waa  alone. 
I  was  excited.  I  felt  the  triimiph  of  success.  I  felt  that  I  had 
done  a  great  action.  I  felt  all  my  energies.  I  walked  up  and 
down  the  hall  in  a  phrenzy  of  ambition,  and  I  thirsted  for 
action.  There  seemed  to  me  no  achievement  of  which  I  was 
not  capable,  and  of  which  I  was  not  ambitious.  In  imagination 
I  shook  thrones  and  founded  empires.  I  felt  myself  a  being 
bom  to  breathe  in  an  atmosphere  of  revolution. 

''  My  father  came  not.  Time  wore  away,  and  the  day  died. 
It  waa  one  of  those  stem,  sublime  sunsets,  which  is  almost  the 
only  appearance  in  the  north  in  which  nature  enchanted  me.  I 
stood  at  the  window,  gazing  on  the  burnished  masses  that,  for  a 
moment,  were  suspended  in  their  fleeting  and  capricious  beauty 
on  the  far  horizon.  I  turned  aside  and  looked  at  the  rich  trees 
suffused  with  the  crimson  light,  and  ever  and  anon  irradiated  by 
the  dying  shoots  of  a  golden  ray.    The  deer  were  stealing  hom^ 
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to  thdr  bowers,  and  I  watched  them  till  their  golden  and 
giandng  forms  gradually  lost  their  lustre  in  the  declining 
twili^t.  The  glory  had  now  departed,  and  all  grew  dim.  A 
BoUtary  star  alone  was  shining  in  the  grey  sky,  a  bright  and 
■dlitazy  star. 

^  And  as  I  gazed  upon  the  sunset,  and  the  star,  and  the  dim 
beauties  of  the  coming  eve,  my  mind  grew  calm,  and  all  the 
toiTery  of  my  late  reyerie  passed  away.  And  I  felt  indeed  a 
di^rnst  for  all  the  worldliness  on  which  I  had  been  late  ponder- 
ing. And  there  arose  in  my  mind  a  desire  to  create  things 
beautiful  as  that  golden  sun  and  that  glittering  star. 

*'  I  heard  my  name.  The  hall  was  now  darkened.  In  the 
distance  stood  my  father.  I  joined  him.  He  placed  his  arm 
ftffectionately  in  mine,  and  said  to  me,  ''  My  son,  you  will  be 
Prime  Minister  of ;  perhaps  something  greater."  * 

One  of  the  points  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  keeps 
most  distinctly  and  frequently  before  our  minds,  is 
the  already  mentioned  fact  that  Contarini  Fleming  is 
a  foreigner  in  a  foreign  land;  that  he  has  no  real 
communion  of  feeling  with  the  people  among  whom 
he  lives;  that^  in  point  of  fact^  he  rather  despises 
those  whom  he  helps  his  father  to  rule. 

*  PAd.  176-7.  It  is  shown  by  an  anecdote  in  Mr.  M'Cullagh 
Torrens's  \ii^  of  Lord  Melbourne  that  it  was  not  in  the  pages  of  fiction 
only  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  yentured  to  prophecy  the  sublime  climax 
of  his  career. 

"To  celebrate  her  younger  brother's  birthday,"  writes  Mr.  Torrens, 
"Mrs.  Norton  ssked  to  dinner  the  other  members  of  the  family,  two  of 
her  husband's  colleagues  iu  the  Ministry,  Lord  Melbourne,  and  the 
author  of  '  Vivian  Grey/  in  whom  she  had  recently  diacoyered  the  son  of 
her  fother^s  intimate  friend.  Young  Disraeli  was  not  long  returned 
from  his  travels  in  the  East,  with  traits  of  which  he  hod  interested  her 
on  the  occasion  of  their  first  acquaintance.  He  had  just  then  been 
defeated  in  an  attempt  to  get  into  Parliament  for  the  borough  of 
Wycombe,  where  he  attributed  his  failure  to  want  of  support  by  the 
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Contarini  asks  ns  to  allow  that  '^  some  exemption 
from  the  sectarian  prejudices  which  embitter  life 
may  be  surely  expected  from  one  who^  by  a  curious 
combination  of  circumstances^  finds  himself  without 
country,  without  kindred^  and  without  friends/'* 
"Wherever  I  moved/'  he  tells  us  again^  ''I  looked 
around  me  and  beheld  a  race  different  from  myself. 
There  was  no  sympathy  between  my  frame  and  the 
rigid  climate  whither  I  had  been  brought  to  live.^f 
"Their  blue  eyes/'  he  says,  speaking  of  his  two 
brothers,  "  their  flaxen  hair,  and  their  white  visages^ 
claimed  no  kindred  with  my  Venetian  countenance."  % 
And  in  another  passage  he  speaks  of  "  the  vast  quantity 
of  dull,  lowering,  entangling  ties  that  formed  the  great 
domestic  mesh,  and  bound  me  to  a  country  which  I 
detested,  covered  me  with  a  climate  which  killed  me, 
surrounded  me  with  manners  with  which  I  could  not 
sympathize,  and  duties  which  nature  impelled  me  not 

WhigB.  Mrs.  Norton  presented  him,  after  dinner,  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  had  the  power,  she  said,  of  retrieving  the  disappointment  if 
he  chose ;  and  whose  frank  and  open  manner  led  to  a  long  conversation 
in  which  Mr:  Disraeli  mentioned  the  circumstances  of  his  late  discom- 
fiture, dwelling  on  each  particular  with  the  emphasis  which  every  young 
man  of  ambition  since  Parliament  was  invented  is  sure  to  lay  upon  the 
broken  promises  and  scandalous  behaviour  of  his  victorious  foes.  The 
Minister  was  attracted  more  as  he  listened  to  the  unoommonplace 
language  and  spirit  of  the  youthful  politician,  and  thought  to  himself 
he  would  be  well  worth  serving.  Abruptly,  but  with  a  certain  tone 
of  kindness  which  took  away  any  air  of  assumption,  he  said,  'WeU 
now,  tell  me,  what  do  you  want  to  be  T'  The  quiet  gravity  of  thtf 
reply  fairly  took  him  aback.  '  I  want  to  be  Prime  Alinister.' " — 
Memoir  of  the  Right  Hon,  WiUiam,  2nd  Viteount  Melboumct  by  W.  M. 
Torrens,  M.P.,  i.  425-6. 

♦  Ibid.  4.  t  Ibid,  6.  t  I^id,  60. 
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to  fulfil/'  "I  felt/'  lie  adds,  "'that  to  ensure  my 
emancipation,  it  was  necessary  at  once  to  dissolve 
all  ties  of  blood  and  affection,  and  to  break  away  from 
those  links  which  chained  me  as  a  citizen  to  a  country 
which  I  ahhorred"  * 

These  passages,  the  frank  expressions  of  youtli, 
explain  a  great  deal  in  Lord  Beaconsfield^s  career. 
If  we  find  him  indifferent  to  the  ordinary  feelings  of 
our  coantry,  sympathising  with  its  passions  only  so 
tar  as  they  serve  his  own  purposes,  and  heedless  of 
its  interests  save  when  they  are  bound  up  with  his 
own,  he  himself  supplies  in  "  Contarini  Fleming  ^'  the 
explanation.  We  cannot  expect,  he  tells  ns,  that  he, 
the  raven-locked,  dark-eyed,  dark-skinned  child  of 
Venice  and  Jerusalem,  should  have  any  community 
of  feeling  with  a  race  of  blue  eyes,  flaxen  hair,  and 
white  visages,  who  dwell  in  a  country  he  detests  and 
under  a  climate  that  kills  him. 

It  is  significant,  also,  that  the  great  political  idols 
of  Contarini  Fleming's  admiration  are  Alberoni  and 
Ripperda,  the  two  foreigners  who  succeeded,  by 
means  of  boldness,  intrigue,  and  unscrupulousness, 
in  obtaining  the  chief  power  in  Spain. 

The  remaining  portion  of  *^  Contarini  Fleming "  is 
taken  up  with  a  description  of  the  hero's  travels  in 
Italy  and  the  East.  There  are  some  passages  which 
are  extremely  interesting,  but  which  I  have  to  pass 
over  as  not  bearing  directly  on  my  subject.  There 
is  also   a   love  story,  which,  like  most  of  the  other 

•  Ibid.  60. 
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love  stories  told  by  Lord  Beaconsfield^  is  extravagant^ 
exaggerated,  and  unreal. 

^^Alroy  "  is  even  a  still  stranger  and  more  extrava- 
gant work  than  ''Contarini  Fleming/'  It  describes 
a  prince  of  the  captivity  who  in  the  twelfth  century 
succeeded  in  conquering  the  Moslem  rulers  of  the  Jews^ 
and  establishing  a  new  Jewish  empire.  In  this  work^ 
more  so  even  than  in  ''  Tancred,''  we  have  the  clearest 
view  of  the  Hebrew  side  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
character.  It  is.  one  long  eulogium  of  the  glories  of 
the  Jewish  race^  and  one  long  aspiration  for  the 
revival  of  its  power  and  fame.  As  to  style,  the 
story  is  principally  remarkable  for  the  occurrence  of 
passages  written  in  a  sort  of  jargon,  half  prose,  half 
rhythm.  Some  of  these  passages  are  eloquent,  but 
the  majority  are  ludicrous  in  the  extreme.  This  is 
all  the  notice  I  can  take  of  the  two  last-mentioned 
•productions  of  the  Prime  Minister's  pen.  In  them 
both,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  we  have  the  same  central 
figure,  and  that  figure  is  the  writer  himself.  They 
thus  expose  to  us  the  early  feelings  and  the  first 
phases  of  the  career  which  has  now  become  interesting 
for  all  time.  But  *^  Vivian  Grey  ^'  yields  a  still  richer 
harvest  than  even  "  Contarini  Fleming  "  or  "Alroy" 
of  this  kind  of  valuable  information.  With  "  Vivian 
Grey,''  then,  which  I  have  hitherto  only  glanced  at, 
I  shall  deal  more  fully,  and  I  now  proceed,  in  another 
chapter,  to  give  an  analysis  of  that  work. 
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CHAPTER  IL 

VIVIAN  GREY, 


''Vivian  Grey" — on  the  front  page  of  whose  history 
is  the  ominoos  motto^ 

**  Why,  then,  the  world's  mine  oyster 
Which  I  with  sword  will  open/' — 

is  the  son  of  a  distinguished  literary  man.  At  an 
early  age  he  gives  promise  of  futore  eminence.  Being 
sent  to  school,  "in  a  very  few  days  Vivian  Grey  was 
decidedly  the  most  popnlar  "  boy  in  the  place.  "  He 
was  '  so  dashing !  so  devilish  good-tempered  !  so  com- 
pletely up  to  everything ! ' ''  * 

Of  course  Vivian  becomes  the  leader  of  the  school ; 
and  how  does  he  employ  his  position?  Tutors  are 
very  often  gentlemen  by  birth  as  well  as  by  education, 
hat  OUT  superior  hero  teaches  his  schoolfellows  that 
"ushers  were  to  be  considered  as  a  species  of  upper 
servants,  and  were  to  be  treated  with  civility  certainly, 
as  all  servants  are  by  gentlemen,  but  that  ....  any 
fellow  voluntarily  conversing  with  an  usher  was  to  be 
cut  dead  dead  by  the  whole  school.^'  t     He  then  forms 

•  New  editioD,  6.  t  Ihuf.  8. 
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a  conspiracy  against  the  authorities  with  great  skill, 
for  abeadj  it  has  been  discovered  that  he  has  ^'the 
tongue  of  a  serpent^'^  *  and^  in  the  end,  leaves  the 
school  amid  a  blaze  of  triumphant  vengeance  most 
artfully  obtained.! 

''In  England/^  reflects  the  writer  of  "Vivian 
Grey,"  ''  personal  distinction  is  the  only  passport  to 
the  society  of  the  great.  Whether  this  distinction 
arise  from  fortune,  &mily,  or  talent  is  immaterial, 
but  certain  it  is,  to  enter  into  high  society,  a  man^ 
must  either  have  blood,  a  million,  or  a  genius."  %  As 
the  father  of  Vivian  Grey  is  possessed  of  genius,  he 
is  able  to  ''  enter  into  the  society  of  the  great,''  and 
''this  boy  of  nineteen  began  to  think  this  society 
delightful,'' §  and  being,  unlike  other  boys,  entirely 
free  from  modesty,  made  himself  at  home  in  it. 
Meantime,  "having  got  through  an  immense  series 
of  historical  reading,  he  had  stumbled  upon  a  branch 
of  study  certainly  the  most  delightful  in  the  world; 
but,  for  a  boy,  as  certainly  the  most  perilous — thb 
STUDY  OF  POLITICS."  "  And  now  everything  was  solved  I 
the  inexplicable  longings  of  his  soul,  which  had  so 
often  perplexed  him,  were  at  length  explained.  •  •  •  . 
He  paced  his  chamber  in  an  agitated  spirit,  and 
panted  for  the  Senate."  ||  "  The  time  drew  nigh  for 
Vivian  to  leave  his  home  for  Oxford."  •  •  •  .  But 
"this  pupil,  this  stripling,  who  was  going  to  begin 
his  education,  had  all  the  desires  of  a  matured  mind« 
.  .  .  .  He  was  already" — at  nineteen! — "a  cunning 

♦  n\d.  10.       t  -^W^f.  12.       X  lUd.  16.       §  lUi,       I  Ihid.  17. 
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reader  of  huinaii  hearts,  and  felt  conscious  that  his 
was  a  tongue  which  was  bom  to  guide  human  beings. 
The  idea  of  Oxford  to  such  an  individual  was  an 
insult.^ 

Communing  with  himself  as  to  how  ^'he  could 
obtain  his  magnificent  ends/^  Vivian  Grey  thus 
speaks :  ''  The  Bar,  pooh  !  law  and  bad  jokes  till  we 
are  forty ;  and  then,  with  the  most  brilliant  success, 
the  prospect  of  gout  and  a  coronet.  Besides,  to 
succeed  as  an  advocate,  I  must  be  a  great  lawyer; 
and  to  be  a  great  lawyer,  I  must  give  up  my  chance 
of  being  a  great  man.  The  Services  in  war  time  are 
fit  only  for  desperadoes  (and  that  truly  am  I);  but,  in 
peace,  are  fit  only  for  fools.  The  Church  is  more 
rational.  Let  me.  see :  I  should  certainly  like  to  act 
Wolsey;  but  the  thousand  and  one  chances  against 
me !  And  truly  I  feel  my  destiny  should  not  be  on  a 
chance.  Were  I  the  son  of  a  millionaire  or  a  noble, 
I  might  have  all.  Curse  on  my  lot !  that  the  want  of 
a  few  rascal  counters,  and  the  possession  of  a  little 
rascal  blood,  should  mar  my  fortunes !  ^'  f 

''Why,'*  continue  these  reflections,  ''have  there 
been  statesmen  who  have  never  ruled,  and  heroes  who 
have  never  conquered?  Why  have  glorious  philo- 
sophers died  in  a  garret?  and  why  have  there  been 
poets  whose  only  admirer  has  been  Nature  in  her 
echoes  ?  It  must  be  that  these  beings  have  thought 
only  of  themselves,  and,  constant  and  elaborate  stu- 
dents of  their  own  glorious  natures,  have  forgotten 

♦  iha  18.  t  ^W(i. 
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or  disdained  the  study  of  all  others^  Yes !  we  must 
mix  with  the  herd;  we  must  enter  into  their  feelings ; 
we  mtist  hurnour  their  weaknesses;  we  must  sympathise 
with  the  sorrows  that  we  do  not  feeV;  and  share  the 
merriment  of  fools.  Oh^  yes!  to  rule  men^  we  must 
be  men  ;  to  prove  that  we  are  strong j  we  must  be  weak; 
to  prove  that  we  are  giants^  we  must  be  dwarfs;  even 
as  the  Eastern  Genie  was  hid  in  the  charmed  bottle. 
Our  wisdom  most  be  concealed  nnder  follj^  and  our 
constancy  under  caprice. "  * 

"  I  have  been  often  struck/'  proceeds  our  youthful 
philosopher^  ''by  the  ancient  tales  of  Jupiter's  visits  to 
the  earth.  In  these  fanciful  adventures^  the  god  bore 
no  indication  of  the  Thunderer's  glory;  but  was  a  man 
of  low  estate^  a  herdsman^  a  hind^  often  even  an 
animal.  A  Mighty  spirit  has  in  Tradition^  Time's 
great  moralist^  perused  the  wisdom  of  the  ancients. 
Even  in  the  same  spirit,  I  would  explain  Jove's  ter»- 
restrial  visitings.  For,  to  govern  man,  even  the  god 
appeared  to  feel  ew  a  man  ;  and  sometimes  as  a  beasty 
was  apparently  in/ltienced  by  their  vilest  passions. 
Mankind,  then,  is  my  great  game.^^\ 

Having  reached  this  view  of  life,  Vivian  Grey  con- 
templates his  means  of  success.  ''At  this  moment, 
how  many  a  powerful  noble  wants  only  wit  to  be 
a  minister;  and  what  wants  Vivian  Grey  to  attain 
the  same  end  ?  That  noble's  influence Sup- 
posing I  am  in  contact  with  this  magnifico,  am  I 
prepared  ?    Now  let  me  probe  my  very  soul.    Does 

•  Ihid,  t  ^Wrf.  }\ 
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mj  clieek  blanch?  I  have  the  mind  for  the  con- 
ception; and  I  can  perform  right  skilfnllj  upon  the 
most  splendid  of  mnsical  instnunents^  the  human 
voice,  to  make  those  conceptions  beloved  by  others. 
There  wants  bat  one  thing  more :  courage,  pnre, 
perfect  conrage ;  and  does  Vivian  Gh^y  know  fear  ? 
He  laaghed  an  answer  of  bitterest  derision/'  * 

Soon  after  these  resolations  have  been  formed, 
Vivian  Grey  is  brought  ''in  contact"  with  a  *' magni- 
fico/'  and  on  him  he  at  once  resolves  to  try  his  newly 
formed  arts.  The  Marquess  of  Carabas  (this  was  the 
magnifico)  dines  one  day  with  Horace  Grey,  Vivian's 
father,  and  others.    After  dinner,  ''the  peer,  at  the 

top  of  the  table,  began  to  talk  politics The 

Marquess  was  decidedly  wrong,  and  was  sadly  badgered 

by  the  civil    M.P.    and    the    professor The 

Marquess  refuted,  had  recourse  to  contradiction,  and 
was  too  acute  a  man  to  be  insensible  to  the  f  orlomness 
of  his  situation;  when,  at  this  moment,  a  voice  pro- 
ceeded from  the  end  of  the  table,  from  a  young 
gentleman  who  had  hitherto  preserved  a  profound 
silence^  but  whose  silence,  if  the  company  were  to 
have  judged  from  the  tones  of  his  voice,  and  the 
matter  of  his  communication,  did  not  altogether  pro- 
ceed from  a  want  of  confidence  in  his  own  abilities. 

" '  In  my  opmion,'  said  Mr.  Vivian  Grey,  .  .  •  •  '  his 
Lordship  has  been  misunderstood.^  •  •  •  .  The  eyes 
of  the  Marquess  sparkled,  and  the  mouth  of  the 
Marquess  was  closed.'' 
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Does  not  the  next  passage  sound  exactly  like  a 
description  of  one  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  own  speeches  at 
the  present  day? 

''Mr.  Vivian  Grey  proceeded  with  the  utmost 
sang  froid;  he  commented  upon  expressions^  split 
and  subtilised  words,  insinuated  opinions,  and  finally 
quoted  a  whole  passage  of  Bolingbroke  to  prove  that 
the  opinion  of  the  most  noble  the  Marquess  of  Carabas 
was  one  of  the  soundest,  wisest,  and  most  convincing 
of  opinions  that  ever  .was  promulg^ated    by  mortal 


man/'* 


The  quotation  from  Bolingbroke  was  invented  by 
the  defender  of  the  Marquess,  for  ''it  was  a  rule  with 
Vivian  Grey  never  to  advance  any  opinion  as  his 
own.  It  was,  therefore,  his  system  always  to  advance 
an  opinion  as  that  of  some  eminent  and  considered 
personage." t  Accordingly,  "Vivian  Grey  was  re- 
puted in  the  world  as  having  the  most  astonishing 
memory  that  ever  existed;  for  there  was  scarcely  a 
subject  of  discussion  in  which  he  did  not  gain  the 
victory,  by  the  great  names  he  enlisted  on  his  side 
of  the  argument."  J 

"Vivian  did  not  let  the  peer  escape  him  in  the 
drawing-room.  He  soon  managed  to  enter  into  con- 
versation with  him;  and  certainly  the  Marquess  of 
Carabas  never  found  a  more  entertaining  companion. 
Vivian  discoursed  on  a  new  Venetian  liqueur,  and 
taught  the  Marquess  how  to  mull  Moselle,  an  operation 
of  which  the  Marquess  had  never  heard  (as  who  has  ?); 

•  Ih'uJ.  24-5.  t  Ibid.  25-6.  J  Ibid.  26. 
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tnd  then  the  flood  of  anecdotes^  and  little  innocent 
personalities^  and  the  compliments  so  exquisitely  in- 
troduced, that  they  scarcely  appeared  to  be  compli- 
ments;   and  the  yoice  so  pleasant,  and  conciliating, 
and  the  quotation  from  the  Marqaess's  own  speech; 
and  the  wonderful  art  of  which  the  Marquess  was  not 
aware,   by  which,   during    all  this   time,    the  lively, 
chattering,  amusing,  elegant  conversationist,    so   full 
of  scandal,  politics,  and   cookery,  did  not  so  much 
appear  to  be  Mr.  Vivian  Grey  as  the  Marquess  of 
Carabas  himself/' 

"  *  Well,  I  must  be  gone,'  said  the  fascinated  noble; 
'I  really  have  not  felt  in  such  spirits  for  some  time ;  I 
almost  fear  I  have  been  vulgar  enough  to  be  amusing, 
eh !  eh  !  eh !  But  you  young  men  are  sad  fellows, 
eh!  eh!  eh!  Don't  forget  to  call  on  me;  good 
evening !  And  Mr.  Vivian  Grey !  Mr.  Vivian  Grey  ! ' 
said  his  lordship,  returning,  'you'll  not  forget  the 
receipt  you  promised  me  for  making  tomahawk 
punch?' 

"*  Certainly  not,  my  lord,'  said  the  young  man. 

*Only  it  must  be  invented  first,'  thought  Vivian,  as 

he  took  up   his   light  to  retire.     'But   never  mind, 

never  mind — 

'* '  Chapean  baa  1  chapean  baa  1 

Glorie  an  Marquis  de  Carabas  11*"* 

Vivian  Grrey,  determined  to  make  good  use  of  the 
acquaintance  thus  begun,  calls  on  the  Marquess  a  few 
days  after  the  dinner,  flatters  the  feeble  old  man's 

•  Ihid.  26-7. 
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vanity  to  the  top  of  its  bent,  and  nitimately  per- 
suades Hm  to  attempt  the  formation  of  a  political 
party.*  As  a  result^  he  becomes  an  intimate  of  the 
Marqaess,  and  is  spoken  of  constantly  by  the  en- 
chanted nobleman  as  ''the  most  astonishingly  clever 
and  prodigiously  accomplished  fellow  that  ever 
breathed."  t 

''  But  it  mnst  not  be  supposed  that  Vivian  was  to 
all  the  world  the  fascinating  creature  that  he  was  to 
the  Marquess  of  Carabas.  Many  complained  that  he 
was  reserved,  silent,  satirical,  and  haughty.  •  •  .  ^ 
smile  for  a  friend,  and  a  sneer  far  the  world,  is  the 
way  to  govern  manMndy  and  such  was  the  motto  of 
Vivian  Grey.'*  J 

Having  been  invited  to  Chateau  Desir,  the  country 
seat  of  the  Marquess  of  Carabas,  Vivian  Grey  practises 
his  arts  on  others  with  the  same  rapid  and  astonish- 
ing success.  "  He  complimented  her  Ladyship's 
poodle,  quoted  German  to  Mrs.  Felix  Lorraine,  and 
taught  the  Marquess  to  eat  cabinet  pudding  with 
Cura90&  sauce;  •  •  •  •  and  then  his  stories,  his 
scandal,  and  his  sentiment ;  stories  for  the  Marquess, 
scandal  for  the  Marchioness,  and  sentiment  for  the 
Marquess's  sister.''  § 

"  The  first  week  at  ChsLteau  Desir,"  ||  we  are  told, 
''passed  pleasantly  enough.  Vivian's  morning  was 
amply  occupied  in  maturing  with  the  Marquess  the 
grand  principles  of  the  new  political  system :  in  weigh- 

♦  Ihid.  28-36.     t  ^W<f.  35.     J  Ihid.  36-6.     §  Ihid.  40-41. 
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mg  interests^  in  balancing  connections^  and  settling 
'wbat  side  was  to  be  taken  on  the  great  questions/ 
Okf  poUHea,  thou  splendid  jiiggle  I  The  whole  busi- 
ness, although  BO  magnificent  in  its  result  appeared 
very  easy  to  the  two  counsellors^  for  it  was  one  of 
the  first  principles  of  Mr.  Vivian  Grey  that  everything 
WM  possible.  Men  did  fail  in  life  to  be  sure,  and, 
after  all,  very  little  was  done  by  the  generality ;  but 
still  aU  these  failures  and  all  this  inefficiency  might 
be  traced  to  a  want  of  physical  and  mental  courage. 
....  Ifow  Vivian  Ghrey  toas  conscious  that  there  was 
at  least  one  person  in  the  world  who  was  no  craven 
either  in  body  or  in  mind,  and  so  he  had  long  come  to 
tie  com/ortabU  conclusion  that  it  was  impossible  thai 
Ids  career  could  be  anything  but  the  most  brilliant.^'  * 

A  grand  dinner  is   giyen  in  Ch&teau  Desir,  and 
Tirian  Grey  distinguishes  himself  at  it  in  his  usual 
manner.     ^  In  process  of  time,  Mr.  Vivian  Grey  made 
Ids  entrance.    There  were  a  few  vacant  seats  at  the 
bottom  of  the  table, '  Luckily  for  him,'  as  kindly  re- 
marked Mr.  Grumbleton.     To  the  astonishment  and 
indigsation,  however,  of  this  worthy  squire,  the  late 
corner  passed  by  the  unoccupied  position,  ^afld*  pro- 
ceeded   onward    with  undaunted  coolness/  until  fie* 
came  to  about  the  middle  of  the  middle  table,  and' 
which  was  nearly  the  best  situation  in  the  haU.^'t 
After  aU,  does  not  mere  "  cheek  ^*  in  the  same  way 
obtam   good   seats   in  other    places   as  well   as   at 
dhmer-tableo— H>n  the  Treasury  Bench,  for  instance  ? 

•  JhU.  43-4.  t  Ikid,  61. 
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It  will  be  found  in  the  conrse  of  the  following 
narrative  that  the  Corn  Laws  played  a  yery  important 
part  in  the  career  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  This  lends 
interest  to  the  following  passage : — 

'^  It  was  a  rule  with  Stapylton  Toad  never  to  com- 
mit himseU.  Once,  indeed,  he  wrote  an  able  pamphlet 
on  the  Com  Laws,  which  excited  the  dire  indiffnatian 
of  the  Political  Economy  Club.  Bvt  Stapylton  cared 
little  for  their  subtle  confutations  and  their  loudly  ex- 
pressed  contempt.  He  had  obliged  the  country  gentlemen 
of  Englandy  and  ensured  the  return^  at  the  next  election^ 
of  Lord  Mounteney^s  brother  for  the  county."* 

We  have  next  a  description  of  the  meeting  at  which 
Vivian  Grey  proposes  the  formation  of  the  Carabas 
party. 

"When  the  blood  of  the  party  was  tolerably 
warmed,  Vivian  addressed  them.  The  tenor  of  his 
oration  may  be  imagined.  He  developed  the  new 
political  principles,  demonstrated  the  mistake  under 
the  baneful  influence  of  which  they  had  so  long 
sufEered ;  promised  them  place^  and  power^  and 
patronage,  and  personal  consideration,  if  they  would 
only  act  on  the  principles  which  he  recommended,  in 
the  most  flowing  language  and  the  most  melodious 
voice  in  which  the  glories  of  ambition  were  ever  yet 
chanted.  There  was  a  buzz  of  admiration  when  the 
flattering  music  ceased;  the  Marquess  smiled  trium- 
phantly, as  if  to  say,  'Didn^t  I  tell  you  he  was  a 
monstrous  clever  fellow  ? '   and  the  whole  business 

•  Ihid.  67. 
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enemed  settled.  Lord  Courtown  gave  in  a  bumper, 
'  Jfr.  Vwian  Grey^  and  success  to  his  maiden  speech  !*^' 
— oh,  irony  of  events ! — "  and  Vivian  replied  by  pro- 
posing '  The  New  Union/  "  * 

Vivian  Grey  is  supposed  by  three  of  the  four  poli- 
tical confederates  to  be  able  to  take  the  place  of  leader 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  What  a  prodigious  youth 
of  twenty-one!  But  he  modestly  proposes  another 
— a  Mr.  Cleveland,  who,  betrayed  by  some  political 
associates,  has  retired,  disgusted,  into  private  life. 
Vivian  is  sent  on  a  mission  to  Cleveland,  and  is  by 
him  plainly  told  that  he  is  the  mere  dupe  and  tool  of 
the  Marquess  of  Carabas. 

" '  Of  all  the  delusions/'  says  Cleveland,  at  a 
period  subsequent  to  this  first  interview,  ''which 
flourish  in  this  mad  uforld,  the  delusions  of  that  man  is 
most  frantic  wlio  voluntarily^  and  of  his  oum  accord, 
sttpports  the  interests  of  a  party.  .  .  .  They  will  cheer 
your  successful  exertions,  and  then  smile  at  your 
youthful  zeal ;  or,  crossing  themselves  for  the  un- 
expected succour,  be  too  cowardly  to  reward  their 
unexpected  champion.  No,  Grey ;  make  them  fear 
youy  and  they  will  kiss  your  feet.  There  is  no  act  of 
treachery  or  meanness  of  which  a  political  party  is  not 
capable  ;  for  in  politics  there  is  no  honour.' "  t 

A  lady,  named  Mrs.  Felix  Lorraine,  plays  an  im- 
portant part  in  the  book.  She  is  a  clever,  designing, 
unscrupulous,  and  vicious  woman;     and  sometimes 

*  Ihid.  85.    The  italics  are  Lord  Beaconsfield's. 
t  Ihid.  136-7. 
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aids  and  sometimeB  thwarts  the  plans  of  Yiyian  Grejk 
At  lengthj  however^  she  becomes  his  implacable 
enemy,  and  makes  an  attempt  to  poison  him.  This 
attempt  gives  rise  to  the  following  frank  piece  of  self- 
examination  on  the  part  of  Yiyian  Grey : — 

'^  I  once  imagined  that  I  was  using  this  woman  for 
my  purpose.  Is  it  possible  that  anght  of  good  can 
come  to  one  who  is  forced  to  make  use  of  such  evil 
instruments  as  these  f  A  horrible  thought  sometimes 
comes  over  my  spirit.  I  fancy  that  in  this  mysterious 
foreigner^  that  in  this  woman  I  have  met  a  kind  of 
double  of  myself.  The  same  wonderful  knowledge 
of  the  human  mind,  the  same  sweetness  of  voice,  the 
same  miraculous  management  which  has  brought  us 
both  under  the  same  roof  :  yet  do  I  find  her  the  most 
abandoned  of  all  beings;  a  creature  guilty  of  that 
which,  even  in  this  guilty  age,  I  thought  was  obso- 
lete In  seeking  the  Marquess,  I  was  unques- 
tionably impelled  by  a  mere  feeling  of  self-interest; 
but  I  have  advised  him  to  no  course  of  action  in 
which  his  welfare  is  not  equally  consulted  with  my 
own.  •  .  .  But  am  I  entitled,  I,  who  can  lose  nothing, 
am  I  entitled  to  play  with  other  men^s  fortunes? 
Am  I  all  this  time  deceiving  myself  with  some 
wretched  sophistry  ?  Am  /,  theriy  an  intellectual  Don 
Juan,  reckless  of  human  mindsy  as  he  was  of  human 
bodies  ;  a  spiritual  libertine  ?  "  * 

A  scene^  in  which  Vivian  Grey  avenges  himself  on 
his  enemy^  is  afterwards    described  with  sickening 

•  Ibid.  105-6. 
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gosio.  He  attacks  Mrs.  Lorraine  in  wKat  he  knows 
to  be  her  tenderest  points  with  an  ingenuity  that  is 
ahnost  terrible ;  and  thns  the  effect  is  described : — 

''She  threw  herself  on  the  sofa;  her  voice  was 
choked  with  the  convulsions  of  her  passion^  and  she 
writhed  in  fearful  agony.  Vivian  Grey  lounging  in 
an  arm-chair  in  the  easiest  of  postures^  and  with  a 
face  brilliant  with  smiles^  watched  his  victim  with  the 

eye  of  a  Mephistopheles One  large  vein  pro^ 

traded  nearly  a  quarter  of  an  inch  from  her  forehead. 
And  the  dank  light  which  gleamed  in  her  tearful  eye 
was  like  an  unwholesome  meteor  quivering  in  a  marsh. 
When,  he  ended  she  sprang  from  the  sofa^  and^  looking 
up  and  extending  her  arms  with  unmeaning  wildness^ 
she  gave  one  loud  shriek  and  dropped  like  a  bird  shot 

on  the  wing ;  she  had  burst  a  blood-vessel 'Ead 

Vivian  Orey  left  the  boudoir  a  pledged  bridegroom  his 
countenance  could  not  have  been  more  triumphant/^  * 

A  scene  by  moonlight  between  these  two  beings> 
before  they  have  finally  quarrelled^  is  worth  quoting. 

'"Superior  spirits  1  say  jouV  and  here  they 
paced  the  gallery.  'When  Yalerian^  first  Lord 
Carabas,  raised  this  fair  castle;  when^  profuse  for 
his  posterity^  all  the  genius  of  Italian  art  and  Italian 
artists  was  lavished  on  this  English  palace;  when 
the  stuffs  and  statues,  the  marbles  and  mirrors^  the 
tapestry^  and  the  carvings,  and  the  paintings  of  G-enoa^ 
and  Florence^  and  Venice^  and  Padua,  and  Vicenza, 
were  obtained  by  him  at  miraculous  cost,  and  with 

♦  Ibid.  153-4. 
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still  more  miraculoiis  toil;  what  think  you  would  haye 
been  his  sensations  if,  while  his  soul  was  revelling 
in  the  futurity  of  his  descendants  keeping  their  state 
in  this  splendid  pile,  some  wizard  had  foretold  to  him 
that,  ere  three  centuries  could  elapse,  the  fortunes  of 
his  mighty  family  would  be  the  sport  of  two  indi- 
viduals; one  of  them  a  foreigner^  imconnected  in 
blood,  or  connected  only  in  hatred;  ani  the  other^  a 
young  adventurer  alike  unconnected  with  his  raee,  in 
blood  or  in  love;  a  being  ruling  all  things  by  the 
power  of  his  own  geniuSy  and  reckless  of  all  con- 
sequences save  his  own  prosperity  ?  If  the  future 
had  been  revealed  to  my  great  ancestor,  the  Lord 
Valerian,  think  you,  Vivian  Grey,  that  you  and  I 
should  be  walking  in  this  long  gallery  ?  ^  .  .  .  . 

*'And  here  she  grasped  Vivian  with  a  feverish 
hand.  ^  Omnipotent  and  ineffable  essence !  .  .  .  • 
Miserable  mocker!  It  is  not  true,,  Vivian  Grey; 
you  are  but  echoing  the  world^s  deceit,  and  even 
at  this  hour  of  the  night  you  dare  not  speak  as  you 
do  think.  You  worship  no  omnipotent  and  inefbble 
essence;  you  believe  in  no  omnipotent  and  inefbble 
essence.  Shrined  in  the  secret  chamber  of  your  soul 
there  is  an  image  before  which  you  bow  down  in 
adoration,  and  that  image  is  yourself.  And  truly, 
when  I  do  gaze  upon  your  radiant  eyes,^  and  here  the 
lady^s  tone  became  more  terrestrial ;  '  and  truly,  when 
I  do  look  upon  your  luxuriant  curls,'  *  and  here  the 

•  Is  not  Mr.  Disraeli's  description  of  Vivian  Grey  very  like  Mr. 
Willis's  description  of  Mr.  Disraeli  ? 
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lady's  small  white  hand  played  like  lightning  through 
Vivian's  dark  hair ;  '  and  truly,  when  I  do  remember 
the  beauty  of  your  all-perfect  form,  I  cannot  deem 
youp  self-worship  a  false  idolatry,'  and  here  the  lady's 
anns  were  locked  round  Vivian's  neck,  and  her  head 
rested  on  his  bosom." 

Vivian  Grey  is,  in  the  end,  defeated  by  Mrs. 
Lorraine.  The  Marquess  of  Carabas,  foiled  in  his 
schemes^  turns  him  from  his  doors,  and  he  is  chal- 
lenged by  Cleveland.  In  the  duel,  Cleveland  is 
killed,  and  Vivian  Grey  rushes  away  on  a  foreign 
tour  to  drown  his  grief.  The  second  part  of  the 
book  describes  the  hero's  adventures  on  the  Con- 
tinent^ but  that  part  of  the  story  I  have  not  time 
to  notice. 

Such,  then,  is  Vivian  Grey.f 

Now,  at  the  very  outset  of  this  work,  I  frankly 
tell  the  reader  the  thesis  I  attempt  to  prove.     My 

•  Ihid,  112-13. 

t  I  must  dismifls  briefly,  and  in  the  obscority  of  a  note,  some  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  earlier  productions.  The  *'  Rise  of  Iskander " 
describes  the  revolt  of  a  Christian  against  Mohammedan  role  with 
as  mach  apparent  sympathy  at  that  of  the  Jew  "Alroy*'  against 
the  same  oppression.  It  is  a  short,  picturesque,  brisk  narrative. 
"Ixion  in  Heaven,'*  and  the  ''Infernal  Marriage,'*  are  burlesques, 
in  which,  after  a  fashion  novel  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  youth,  but 
commonplace  in  ours,  the  heathen  divinities  are  introduced,  and, 
in  professing  to  describe  celestial  manners,  the  author  lashes  modem 
foibles.  These  two  sketches  are  little  known ;  but  they  are  among 
the  best  things  Lord  Beaconsfield  has  written.  The  wit  is  effective, 
and  often  brilliant ;  and  the  more  ambitious  passages  are  picturesque 
without  being  tawdry.  The  simple  and  chaste  style  of  some  of 
Lord  BeaooDsfield's  earlier  works,  indeed,  curiously  enough,  contrast 
favooiably  with  the  pretentioasness  and  bathos  of  some  of  his 
matorer  creationi. 
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view  of  Lord  Beaconsfield'a  character  is  that  it  is 
essentially  a  counterpart  of  that  of  Vivian  Grey ;  and 
my  view  of  Lord  Beaconsfield*s  political  career  is 
that  it  has  been  conducted  upon  the  same  arts  as 
are  practised  by  the  hero  of  his  earliest  story.  I 
shall  give  the  reader  abundant  opportunity  of  seeing 
whether  this  estimate  be  correct  or  not.  I  will 
endeavour  to  maintain,  so  far  as  possible,  throughout 
my  narrative,  the  parallel  between  the  two  careers. 
The  reader  has  just  traced  the  life  of  Vivian  Grey. 
Let  us  now  resume  our  record  of  the  life  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield. 
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CHAPTER  in. 

THE   FIRST   ELECTION. 

Up  to  this  time  we  find  the  young  Disraeli  still  wavering 
between  a  political  and  a  Uterary  career^  though  un- 
mistakably prepossessed  in  favour  of  the  former  mode 
of  life.  The  events  of  1832,  however,  brought  these 
doubts  to  an  end.  The  agitation  for  Reform  swept  like 
a  storm  over  the  land  :  the  Crown,  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  Hoose  of  Commons  as  it  was  then  constituted, — all 
existing  institutions  seemed  for  a  while  endangered, 
and  there  was  that  uneasiness  and  excitement  in  the 
public  mind  which  presage  and  sometimes  prepare 
a  revolution.  In  such  moments,  politics  become,  of 
course,  the  paramount  subject  of  interest.  Amid 
exciting  realities,  people  turn  away  with  impatience 
from  the  tamer  sensations  of  the  romance;  and  the 
public  have  no  ears  for  any  poet's  lute,  save  only  when 
it  gives  voice  to  their  passions.  The  hour  was  not 
favourable  to  literature;  and  young  Disraeli — as  he 
has  so  often  told  us  already-— was  not  the  man  to  play 
to  an  inattentive  audience. 
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An  accidental  circumstance^  besides^  drew  lum,  if  lie 
still  had  any  hesitation^  into  an  active  career.  His 
father  had  some  years  before  this  taken  Bradenham 
Honse^  in  Bucks ;  and^  in  the  midst  of  all  this  Bef  oim 
whirlwind,  a  vacancy  arose  in  a  borough  close  by. 

High  Wycombe,  or  Chipping  Wycombe,  as  it  is 
sometimes  called,  was,  when  young  Disraeli  first 
sought  its  representation,  a  constituency  of  the  good 
old  kind.  Inside  the  parish,  which  was  6,318  acres  in 
extent,  was  the  municipal  borough,  the  area  of  which 
was  but  128  acres.*  This  area  of  128  acres  was  repre- 
sented in  Parliament  by  two  Members,  and  these  two 
Members  were  elected  exclusively  by  the  corporation 
and  burgesses  of  the  town. 

High  Wycombe  had  for  many  years  been  represented 
by  the  Hon.  Bobert  Smith  and  Sir  Thomas  Baring, 
both  staunch  Liberals. 

In  April  or  May  of  1832,  there  began  to  be  rumours 
of  a  vacancy  in  one  of  the  seats.  The  report  was  first 
circulated,  then  denied;  and  finally  it  was  announced 
that  Sir  Thomas  Baring  had  determined  to  leave  High 
Wycombe  in  order  to  contest  Hiints.  Young  Disrc^eli 
put  himself  forward  as  a  candidate  for  the  vacant 
place. 

In  order  to  make  clear  the  contest  which  ensued,  I 
must  say  a  few  words  on  the  state  of  political  parties 
at  this  period.  The  Ministry  of  Earl  Grey  was  in 
power;  and  had  just  passed,  after  many  delays  and 
stupendous    obstacles,  the   first  Beform    Bill.      The 

*  Sheahan's  '<  History  of  BuckinghamBhire,"  917—919. 
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Goremmeiitj  However,  though  it  had  performed  this 
splendid  serrice^  was  still  unpopular  with  a  large 
section  of  its  followers.  The  division  which  always 
exists,  either  latently  or  in  open  expression,  between 
the  Whig,  or  moderate,  and  the  more  advanced  section 
of  the  Liberal  party,  was  both  wide  and  very  bitter  at 
this  period.  Lord  Ghrey,  the  Premier,  was  an  aris- 
tocrat of  aristocrats;  had  solemnly  pledged  himself 
to  ''  stand  by  his  order; ''  and  abhorred  Badicalism  as 
strongly  as  any  Tory.  The  first  point  of  difference 
between  the  two  sections  was  as  to  the  exact  way  in 
which  the  Reform  Act  should  be  regarded.  In  the 
eyes  of  Lord  Grey  and  his  supporters,  it  was  to  be 
considered  as  a  final  measure.  To  their  imaginations, 
the  Liberal  party  had  now,  at  last,  reached  the  land  of 
promise ;  and  its  only  business  was  to  '^  rest  and  be 
thankful.'^ 

The  more  advanced  Liberals  took  a  very  different 
view.  In  their  eyes,  the  Reform  Act  was  but  one  step 
on  the  road  of  progress.  The  State  was  still  worm- 
eaten  by  many  evils.  There  was  need  for  a  reform  of 
the  Corporations ;  the  franchise  ought  to  be  further 
lowered;  the  voter  ought  to  be  protected  by  the 
baUot ;  and  the  duration  of  Parliaments  should  be 
made  shorter.  And  there  was  another  point  on  which 
the  difference  between  the  two  Liberal  sections  was 
aggravated  by  personal  considerations.  In  those  days, 
a  monstrous  proportion  of  the  revenues  of  the  State 
went  into  the  hands  of  sinecurists,  and  the  abolition 
of  this  public  burden  appeared  to  the  more  earnest 
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Liberals  one  of  the  most  crying  wants  of  the  time. 
But  very  different  were  the  feelings  of  Lord  Ghreyi 
for  even  in  that  period  of  lavishly  bestowed  ministerial 
favours,  he  was  notorious  for  his  liberal,  if  not  ahamei' 
less,  indulgence  in  the  arts  of  nepotism.  •  The  reanlt 
of  all  this  was  that  the  more  advanced  LiberaU  enter* 
tained  feelings  of  bitter  hostility  against  Whiga  in 
general,  and  still  more  rancorous  sentiments  againsl 
the  particular  Whigs  then  in  office. 

Two  things,  finally,  must  be  remembered  in  read-i 
ing  the  accounts  of  the  elections  of  1832.  The  word 
''  Radical  '^  had  not  at  that  time  become  a  part  of  our 
regular  political  vocabulary ;  *'  Reformer''  is  the  term 
by  which  what  we  call  a  Radical  was  then  known. 
Secondly,  the  "  Reformer,''  though  he  differed  from 
the  existing  Liberal  Ministry,  was  none  the  less  a 
Liberal ;  and  was  no  more  to  be  considered  a  Tory 
than  is  Sir  Charles  Dilke  or  Mr.  Chamberlain,  in 
our  day,  because  occasionally  they  may  think  the 
pace  of  Lord  Hartington  too  slow,  and  may  doubt 
the  infallible  efficacy  of  Whig  nostrums. 

In  several  constituencies,  then,  the  electors  had 
their  choice  of  three  candidates.  Besides  the  Tory 
and  the  Whig,  there  was  the  Reformer,  or  Radical. 
And  in  several  boroughs — such  was  the  bitterness  of 
feeling — ^the  Reformers  ran  a  candidate  of  their  own 
colour  against  a  relative  of  one  of  the  Ministers. 
Two  of  those  Radical  candidatures  are  of  especial 
interest  to  us  in  these  days.  The  one  is  that 
of  Mr.  Roebuck,  at  Bath;  the  other  that  of  Mr. 
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Oiflndi,  at  Wycombe.  At  Bath,  Mr.  Roebnck  op- 
posed Mr.  Hobhoiifley  brother  of  Sir  John  Cam 
Hobhoase,  ihen  Minister  for  War;  at  Wycombe^  the 
qyponent  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  Colonel  Grey,  the  third 
son  of  the  Premier.  Mr.  Roebnck,  like  Mr.  Disraeli, 
stood  as  a  Reformer;  and  in  the  case  of  both  one 
{he  other^  Mr.  Joseph  Home  was  the  chief  sponsor 
with  the  electors.  Mr.  Home  wrote  a  strong  letter 
in  &yoiir  of  Mr.  Disraeli.*  Bnt  Mr.  Disraeli  was  too 
energetic  a  man  to  be  satisfied  with  a  single  letter  of 
recommendation.  Daniel  (VConnell  and  Mr.  Lytton 
Bnlwer  were    then  powerful   in  the  Radical  ranks^ 

*  The  fotUowing  is  the  text  of  Mr.  Home's  letter: — 

"  Biyanston  Square,  2nd  June,  1832. 

"  %, — MlA  England  can  onlj  reap  the  benefit  of  Befonn  by  the 
electors  doing  their  dnty  in  selecting  honest,  independent,  and 
talffitH  men,  I  am  mnch  pleased  to  learn  from  onr  mntoal  friend, 
Xr.  S.  L.  Bnlwer,  that  jon  are  about  to  offer  jonrself  as  a  candidate 
to  represent  Wjcombe  in  the;  New  Parliament. 

**  I  hare  no  personal  influence  at  that  place,  or  I  would  nse  it 

immediatelj  in  yonr  fayonr ;  bat  I  should  hope  that  the  day  has 

•  arriTed  when  the  electors  will  consider  the  qualifications  of  the 

candidates,  and,  in  the  exercise  of  their  franchise,  prore  themselres 

worthy  of  the  new  rights  they  wiU  obtain  by  the  Befonn. 

**  I  hope  the  Beformers  wiU  rally  round  you,  who  entertain  liberal 
opinions  in  erery  branch  of  goyemment,  and  are  prepared  to  pledge 
yourself  to  support  reform  and  economy  in  every  department  as 
\xt  as  the  same  can  be  effected  consistent  with  the  best  interests 
of  the  country. 

«*  I  shaU  only  add  that  I  shall  be  rejoiced  to  see  you  in  the  new 
Parliament,  in  the  confidence  that  you  will  redeem  your  pledges  and 
give  satisfaction  to  your  constituents  if  they  wiU  place  you  there. 

^  Wishing  yon  success  in  your  canvass, 

I  remain  your  obedient  serrant, 

(Signed)       **  Joseph  Hums. 

''To  »  DisraeU,  Ssq.**— (j^ndb  ChutU,  June 9, 1832.) 
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and  from  both  the  one  and  the  other  he  obtained 
notes  of  approval.  He  also  sncceeded  in  getting  a 
few  friendly  lines  from  Sir  Francis  Burdett.* 

*  The  following  are  copies  of  these  letters  in  fall : — 

(From  Edward  Lytton-Bulwer,  Esq.,  M.P.,  to  B.  D*lsraeli,  Esq.) 

<'  June  Srd,  1882. 

My  dear  Disraeli  (tie), — ^I  have  received  from  my  friend  Mr.  Hnma 
a  letter  addressed  to  yon,  which  I  have  forwarded  to  Bradenham. 
In  case  yon  shonld  not  receive  it  in  sach  good  time  as  may  be 
wished,  I  may  as  well  observe  that  in  it  Mr.  Home  expresses  hii 
great  great  (jno)  satisfaction  at  hearing  that  yon  are  aboat  to  start 
for  Wycombe,  his  high  opinion  of  yonr  talents  and  principles— and 
while  he  regrets  he  knows  no  one  at  Wycombe  whom  otherwise  he 
would  certainly  endeavour  to  interest  in  your  behalf,  he  avails  him- 
self of  his  high  situation  in  pablic  esteem  to  remind  the  electors  of 
Wycombe  that  the  Reform  BiU  is  bnt  a  means  to  the  end  of  good  and 
cheap  government,  and  that  they  ought  to  show  themselves  deserving 
of  the  results  of  that  great  measure  by  choosing  Members  of  those 
talents  and  those  principles  which  can  alone  advocate  the  popolar 
cause,  and  which  Mr.  Hume  joins  with  me  in  believing  yon  so 
eminently  possess. 

''Ton  will  receive  his  letter  at  latest  on  Tuesday  morning,  and 
so  anxious  was  he  in  your  behalf  that  he  would  not  leave  London, 
though  on  matters  of  urgent  private  business,  until  he  had  written  it. 

**  Assuring  you  of  my  cordial  wishes,  which,  I  trust,  may  be  shared 
by  all  true  reformers, 

"  Believe  me,  my  dear  D'Israeli,  truly  yours, 

"  E.  Lytton-Bulwer, 

"M.P.forStlves.** 

(From  Daniel  O'Connell,  Esq.,  to  Edward  Lytton-Bulwer,  Esq.,  M.P.) 

"  Parliament  Street,  June  3rd,  1832. 
"  My  dear  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
have  no  acquaintance  at  Wycombe  to  whom  I  could  recommend 
Mr.  D*Israeli.  It  grieves  me,  therefore,  to  be  unable  to  serve  him 
on  his  canvass.  I  am  as  convinced  as  you  are  of  the  great  advantage 
the  cause  of  genuine  Reform  would  obtain  from  his  return.  His 
readiness  to* carry  the  Reform  Bill  into  practical  effect  towards  the 
production  of  cheap  government  and  free  institutions  is  enhanced 
by  the  talent  and  information  which  he  brings  to  the  g^ood  cause. 
I  should  certainly  express  full  reliance  on  his  political  and  personal 
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Two  somewliat  untoward  circumstances,  however^ 
interrened  to  spoil  to  some  extent  the  effect  of  these 
recommendations.  Mr.  Joseph  Hume,  either  suspect- 
ing  the  geunineness  of  Mr.  Disraeli^  or  perhaps-^or 
all  the  &cts  of  the  case  are  not  quite  clear— --imagining 
that  he  had  prematurely  interfered^  partially  withdrew 
his  fibrst  letter.*  The  second  circumstance  rather  hostile 

integritj,  and  it  wonld  give  me  the  greatest  pleasure  to  assist  in  any 
way  in  procuring  his  retnm,  bat  that)  as  I  have  told  you,  I  have  no 
claim  on  Wycombe,  and  can  only  express  my  surprise  that  it  shonld 
be  thooght  I  had  any. 

'<  I  have  the  honoor  to  be, 

"  My  dear  Sir,  yoors  very  faithfully, 

"DAinEL  O'CONNELL." 

— /6trf. 

*  It  win  be  remembered  that  it  was  nnoertain  for  some  time 
whether  Sir  Thomas  Baring  really  intended  to  resign  or  not.  Mr. 
Hxmie*8  first  letter  was  probably  written  when  the  ramoar  of  the 
vacancy  got  abroad.  The  second  refers  in  all  likelihood  to  the 
period  when  the  report  was  still  denied,  and  had  not  been  confirmed 
by  the  resignation  of  Sir  Thomas  Baring.    This  is  the  text : — 

«  Bryanston  Square,  June  6th,  1832. 

"  Dear  Sirs, — A  handbill  has  just  been  pnt  into  my  hands,  con- 
taining an  abstract  of  a  letter  of  mine  sent  to  Mr.  6.  D'Israeli,  in 
which  I  express  my  hopes  that,  as  a  reformer,  I  should  be  happy  to 
see  him  a  Member  of  the  new  Parliament ;  but,  at  the  same  time 
I  wrote  that  letter,  I  was  not  aware  that  he  wonld  come  in  opposition 
to  either  of  yoa,  to  disturb  you  in  your  present  seats,  and  I  feel  con- 
cerned that  I  shonld  in  any  way,  by  my  statement  in  favour  of  Mr. 
D^Israeli,  have  tended  to  distnrb  the  sents  of  two  gentlemen  with 
whom,  for  so  many  years,  I  have  had  the  pleasure  to  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment. T  am  anxious  to  state  to  you  that  it  would  really  give  me 
eoBsiderable  pain  to  have  inadvertently  done  anything  to  weaken 
the  confidence  which  your  constituents  ought  to  have  in  you  both, 
who  have,  for  so  many  years,  supported  Liberal  measures,  and  in 
piiticnlar  during  the  last  eighte^  months,  given  such  important 
SQpport  to  the  cause  of  Reform,  now  near  its  completion. 

"  I  ha^re  this  day  written  to  Hr.  D'Israeli,  stating  to  him  the  cause 
of  the  Ty*Vi»VA  bj  which  my  name  has  been  used  against  you,  and 
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to  Mr.  Disraeli's  success  with  the  liberal  electors  was 
that  he  was  mercilessly  assailed  by  the  Liberal/  and 
as  strongly  supported  by  the  Toi7,t  organ. 

Between  the  abilities  of  the  two  candidates  no 
attempt  at  comparison  was  made.  Colonel  Grey^  at 
that  period  of  his  career  at  all  events,  was  not  a 
speaker.  He  himself,  on  the  day  of  his  first  appear- 
ance in  the  town,  declared  with  great  ruiiveU  that  this 
was  the  first  time  he  had  ever  addressed  a  public 
meeting,  and  craved  indulgence.  This  ample  admis- 
sion  allows  us  to  form  a  sufficiently  humble  estimate 
of  the  natural  abilities  of  the  gallant  Colonel,  though 
perhaps  it  did  not  justify  the  Tory  organ  in  declaring 
that  "a  more  perfect  simpleton"  never  sought  the 
representation  of  a  constituency. 

expressing  my  hope  that  he  will  not  attempt  to  disturb  the  seats  of 
two  gentlemen  who  have  given  their  aids  to  bring  about  that  Reform 
for  which  the  country  has  so  long  been  in  need. 

"  Hoping  that  you  may  neither  of  you  suffer  any  inconvenienoe  hj 
the  manner  in  which  my  name  has  been  used, 

"  I  remain,  your  obedient  servant, 

<' Joseph  Hume. 
«  To  the  Hon.  Robert  Smith,  M.P.,  and 
Sir  Thomas  Baring,  Bart.,  M.P."— /Wd. 

*  '^  He  intruded  himself  on  the  borough,"  said  the  Bucks  Gazette 
decisively,  "  as  a  Reformer,  but  the  electors  saw  reason  to  suspect 
that  he  was  an  impostor."— /Wd.  June  30, 1832. 

t  "We  do  not,"  wrote  the  Bueki  Herald  (June  16,  1832),  "con- 
cur politically  with  either  of  the  gentlemen,  but  we  prefer  most 
decidedly  the  independent  and  manly  declaration  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
to  the  puling  protestations  of  Colonel  Grey.  Mr.  Disraeli,  moreover, 
is  not  a  Whig.  He  is  an  independent,  not  tied  to  party,  but,  having 
talents  and  self-dependence,  may  cut  out  for  himself  a  career  of 
honour  and  distinction  in  the  Senate  which  the  Colonel  cannot  hope 
to  aspire  to.  We  weigh  fairly  the  merits  of  the  two,  and  the  scale 
preponderates  towards  Mr.  Disraeli  most  powerfully." 
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On  the  ISth  of  June  the  candidates  made  their 
publio  entry  into  the  town.  Colonel  Grey  stumbled 
througli  a  short  speech^  winding  up  with  the  frank 
admission  already  quotod. 

But  not  BO  Mr.  Disraeli.  He  entered  the  town  in 
an  open  carriage^  drawn  by  four  horses^  and  he  was 
accompanied  in  his  march  by  a  crowd  of  admirers. 
This  crowd  wifcs,  either  spontaneously  or  by  arrange- 
ment, joined  l^  another  a  mile  outside  the  town, 
and  BO,  escorted  by  a  band,  banners,  and  a  troop  of 
admirers,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  his  triumphal  appearance. 
"The  candidate,^'  wrote  our  contemporary  and  mali- 
ciona  chronicler  of  Mr.  Disraeli  at  this  great  moment 
of  his  career — '*the  candidate  ....  kissed  his  hand 
or  blew  kisses,  we  cannot  say  which,  to  all  the  females 
who  were  at  the  windows,  bowing  profoundly  at  times 
to  his  friends.^'  * 

Mr»  Disraeli's  next  act  was  equally  characteristic. 
The  "  Bed  Lion  "  was  then  the  chief  hostelry  of  the 
town,  and  the  "Bed  Lion*'  had  a  porch  before  the 
door.  Mr.  Disraeli  perched  himself  on  the  roof  of  this 
porch,  and,  in  this  commanding  position,  could  be 
seen  and  heard  by  any  crowd,  however  large.  For  a 
whole  hour,  at  least,  did  the  future  Premier  then  pour 
forth  his  rhetoric^  and,  from  the  reports,  meagre  as 
they  are,  which  come  down  to  us,  it  is  evident  that 
in  those  days  Mr..  Disraeli  was  the  model  of  a  mob 
orator.  A  mob,  above  all  things,  likes  hard  blows 
and  broad  jokes,  and  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  this  speech 

^  B%ek»  Gazette,  Jane  16, 1S32. 
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castigated  the  Whigs  alternately  with  the  bitterest 
yehemence  and  the  broadest  sarcasm.  And  all  this 
was  done  with  an  energy  and  animation  that  moat 
have  been  very  effective.* 

We  have  abeady  seen  that  appearance  was  a  matter 
to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  evidently  paid  a  great  deal  of 
attention;  and  that  other  people  repaid  this,  bj 
founding  their  admiration  or  contempt  for  his  abilities 
and  character  to  some  extent  on  their  impressions  of 
his  exterior.  The  Liberal  journal  of  the  district^ 
at  all  events^  found  a  most  convincing  proof  of  Mr. 
Disraeli^s  unworthiness  in  his  appearance.t 

The  nomination  took  place  on  the  26th  June,  and 
naturally  excited  Wycombe  to  its  shallow  depths. 
The  occasion,  apart  altogether  &om  the  character  of 
the  candidates,  was  deeply  interesting.  On  Thursday, 
June  7, — that  is,  about  three  weeks  before  this  day, 

*  The  estimates  formed  of  the  speech  by  the  Liberal  and  the  Torj 
journals,  amid  apparent  difference,  agree  on  the  whole.  "  After  this 
harleqainade/'  writes  the  chronicler  already  alluded  to,  ^^  had  been 
performed/' — meaning  the  kissing  of  hands,  etc., —  ''Mr.'  Disraeli 

addressed  the  populace and,  in  a  speech  of  some  abili^ 

and  much  gesticulation,  amused  the  gaping  throng  for  a  little  more 
than  an  hour."  "  Mr.  Disraeli,"  said  the  Tory  journal,  "  concluded  a 
speech  replete  with  talent,  delivered  with  great  energy,  and  producing 
a  powerful  effect." 

f  Having  first  characterised  Mr.  Disraeli  as  an  ''Adonis  of  the 
sable  cheek,"  he  "challenges  attention  to  himself,"  continues  the 
Bucks  Gazette,  "by  adorning  his  wrists  with  cambric,  his  bosom 
with  lace ; "  he  "  puts  a  blue  band  round  his  hat,  when  the  Tulgar 
wears  a  black  one ; "  he  "  carries  a  black  cane  with  a  gold  head ; " 
his  '*  coat  is  lined  with  pink  silk,"  and  "before  he  essays  to  speak 
on  the  hustings,"  he  "  formally  adjusts  his  ringlets,"  whose  "  duty  is 
assigned  them  on  his  brow."  "  Such  a  man," — and  here  we  must 
apologise  for  the  indecorous  language  of  our  authority — ^"such  a 
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— tlie  Reform  Bill  had  received  the  Boyal  assent. 
The  Act  had  not  yet  come  into  operation;  bnt 
this  was  at  all  events  the  last  election  xmder  the 
old  form. 

The  Mayor  and  Corporation,  who  had  so  long 
enjoyed  the  exclusive  right  of  election,  were  about 
to  exercise  their  power  for  the  last  time,  and  the 
townsfolk  were  about  to  witness  the  last  scene  in 
the  oligarchical  rule,  which  had  been  abolished  for 
ever. 

Mr.  Disraeli^s  speech  was  just  such  as  one  might 
expect  from  a  Radical  candidate;  and  many  of  its 
passages  are  paraphrases  of  the  sentences  in  some 
of  the  letters  of  recommendation  which  he  had  pre- 
sented from  the  Radical  leaders. 

The  Radicals  or  Reformers,  as  I  have  said,  complained 
of  the  existence  of  sinecures,  and  of  the  nepotism  of 
the  Premier.  Mr.  Disraeli  said  that  ^'  he  had  never 
received  one  shilling  of  public  money,*'  and  that  "  he 
belonged  to  a  family  who  never  had.*'  Then  he  spoke 
of  the  Reform  Act,  in  almost  the  very  words  of  Daniel 
CConnell  and  Joseph  Hume.  He  regarded  it  as 
''a  means  to  a  great  end ; '*  and,  finally,  he  made  the 


had  said,  snch  a  popinjay — appears  to  delirer  himself  some* 
thing  as  follows :  '  Look  on  my  antagonist,  and  look  on  me.  See  him^ 
plain  in  his  attire,  plain  in  his  speech.  Behold  me  ;  will  you  not  vote 
for  a  person  of  my  blandishments?  and  the  author  of  the  norel  7 '  *' 
^  The  short  fact  is,"  says  the  same  unfriendly  critic,  ^*  that  he  is  as 
artificial  a  speaker  as  he  is  a  reformer  ;  that  his  novel — ^his  *  Vivian 
Grey ' — ^is  as  meretridons  as  are  the  ornaments  with  which  he  bedizens 
himsell'*— Jane  30, 1832. 
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truly  Badical  boast  tliat  lie  was  "^'sprang  from  the 
people/^  and  had  ''  none  of  the  blood  of  the  Plantaga- 
nets  or  Tudors  in  his  veins/' 

One  other  poiut  in  this  memorable  speech  is  worth 
notice.  It  has  already  been  seen  that  the  Badical 
candidate^  as  is  so  often  the  case^  received  a  certain 
amount  of  Tory  support.  The  plain  reason  of  this 
circumstance,  on  the  present  occasion^  has  been  stated 
in  a  passage  of  the  Tory  organ  already  quoted.  It  was 
not  that  the  Tories  loved  Liberalism  more^  but  that 
they  hated  Radicalism  less  than  Whiggery.  The 
explanation  which  Mr.  Disraeli  gives  is  pretty  mnch 
the  same.  "The  support  he  received  from  the 
Tories,*'  he  said,  "was  easily  to  be  accounted  for. 
The  people  supported  him  first,  and  the  Tories, 
finding  that  it  was  useless  to  attempt  to  check  their 
wishes,  resolved  to  promote  a  general  feeling  of 
friendliness.  It  was  to  this  he  owed  the  support  of 
his  friends  the  Tories,  and  he  trusted  this  union 
would  be  lasting.  It  would  be,  for  the  Tories  must 
now  lean  on  them:  they  need  not  lean  on  the 
Tories.'' 

However,  neither  the  support  of  the  Radicals  nor 
of  the  Tories  was  of  any  avail.  Let  me  not  spoil, 
by  interpolating  a  word  of  my  own,  the  splendid 
though  unconscious  humour  of  the  paragraph  in  which 
the  paper  of  the  period  announces  the  result  of  the 
election : — 

"The  polling  then  commenced.  At  about  five 
o'clock  Mr.  Disraeli  retired.     The  poll  at  the  close 


THE  FIRST  ELECTIONS. 


55 


was — Grey,  23;  Disraeli,  12;  majority,  11.  Mr. 
Disraeli  says  in  a  bill  that  lie  had  a  majority  of 
resident  voters,  but  the  numbers  were — Grey,  resi- 
dents, 11  ;  Disraeli,  7;  majority,  4.  There  were  two 
more  to  poll  in  the  Grey  interest."* 

*  Buehs  Gazette,  Jane  30,  1832.  The  same  jonmal,  in  the  same 
isae,  also  sajs  Mr.  Disraeli's  ".principal  supporters  were  the 
Bsdicals.*' 
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CHAPTER  IV. 

THE  SECOND  ELECTION  AT  WTCOMBS. 

Me.  Disraeli  received  his  defeat  at  Higli  Wycombe 
with  neither  patience  nor  despair. 

Immediately  after  the  declaration  of  the  poll^'he 
again  ascended  the  rostrum^  and  again  delivered  b 
lengthy  speech.  In  those  days  of  hard  hitting,  no 
man^  perhaps,  had  much  chance  of  prominence  in 
the  political  arena  without  using  strong  language. 
Mr.  DisraeH^  at  all  events,  had  determined  at  a 
very  early  stage  in  his  career  that  the  bitterness 
of  his  tongue  should  be  one  of  his  principal  means 
of  success. 

Some  of  the  assertions  made  in  this  speech  afforded 
subject  for  a  controversy  between  Mr.  Disraeli  and 
his  opponent  in.  the  interval  between  the  first  and 
second  elections.  Of  these  things,  however,  there  is 
but  one  which  interests  us  nowadays.  In  a  speech 
to  his  constituents  in  December,  Colonel  Grey  accused 
Mr.   Disraeli    of   having    made   use    of   the    words. 
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"  The  Wliig8  liave  cast  me  off,  and  they  shall  repent 
it/' 

Mr.  Disraeli  at  once  replied  in  a  letter  to  the 
3¥me«.*  "Whatever,"  he  wrote,  "may  be  the  dispo- 
sition of  the  Whigs  to  me,  they  never  could  have  cast 
me  off,  since  I  never  had  the  slightest  connection  with 
them.  I  believe  that  the  phrase  I  did  use,  and  I  am 
sanctioned  in  my  recollection  by  every  person  to  whom 
I  have  applied,  was  the  following :  '  The  Whigs  had 
opposed  me,  not  I  them,  and  they  shall  repent  it.' 
I  am  in  nowise  ashamed  of  this  observation,  and  I 
adhere  to  my  intention.'' 

Parliament  was  dissolved  on  Augast  16,  and 
Mr.  Disraeli  resolved  to  seek  a  second  time  the 
suffrages  of  the  Wycombe  electors.  On  the  5th  of 
October  appears  in  the  Times  the  first  election  address 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  which  I  am  able  anywhere  to 
find. 

"I  come  forward,"  says  Mr.  Disraeli  in  this  address, 
"wearing  the  badge  of  no  party,  and  the  livery  of 
no  faction."  But  he  goes  on  to  add  that  he  has  no 
desire  to  "  escape  an  explicit  avowal "  of  his  opinions. 
Then  he  expresses  himself  in  favour  of  vote  by 
ballot,  triennial  Parliaments^  and  retrenchment  of  the 
pubhc  expenditure.  After  a  violent  attack  on  the 
Ministry,  the  address  winds  up  with  an  appeal  to  the 
constituency  to  rid  themselves  of  all  "that  political 
jargon  and  &ctious  slang  of  Whig  and  Tory — ^two 
names,"  proceeds  Mr.  Disraeli,  "with  one  meaning, 

•  77ifiM,Nov.  11,1832. 
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nsed  only  to  delude  you, — and  unite  in  forming  a 
great  national  party,  which  can  alone  save  the  country 
from  impending  destruction/'* 

*  This  is  the  address  in  foil : — 

«T0  THE  INDEPENDENT    ELECTORS  OF  THE  BOBOUGH  07 

CHIPPma   WYCOMBE. 

'^  Friends  and  Neighboars,-^ 

«A  dissolution  of  Parliament,  notwithstanding  the  machinatloiis 
of  those  who  hare  clogged  the  new  charter  of  jonr  rights  which  job 
have  won  with  so  mach  difficulty,  with  all  the  vexatious  proTisoet  ol 
a  fiscal  enactmenti  being  an  event  which  cannot  be  much  longer 
delayed,  I  think  fit  to  announce  my  readiness  to  redeem  the  pledge 
which  I  made  to  you  at  the  close  of  the  late  contest  on  the  hostingi 
of  our  borough,  and  to  assure  you  of  my  resolution  to  go  to  the 
poll  to  make  another,  and,  I  doubt  not,  triumphant  struggle  foir 
your  independence. 

*'  I  warned  our  late  masters  of  the  dangerous  precedent  of  electing 
a  stranger  merely  because  he  was  the  relative  of  a  Minister.  I  ore- 
told,  as  a  consequence  of  their  compliance,  a  system  of  nomination 
as  fatal  as  those  close  corporations  of  which  you  are  relieved.  The 
event  has  justified  my  prediction.  Wycombe  has  now  the  honour 
of  being  represented  by  the  private  secretary  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

"A  few  years  back,  Aylesbury  was  threatened  with  the  private 
secretary  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The  men  of  Aylesbury  rejected 
with  loathing  that  which,  it  appears,  suited  the  more  docile  digestion 
of  the  late  electors  of  Wycombe.  The  private  secretary  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  withdrawn,  and  in  his  place  was  substituted  an 
unknown  youth,  whose  only  recommendation  is  that  he  is  the  very 
young  brother  of  a  very  inexperienced  Minister,  and  one  who  has 
obtained  power  merely  by  the  renunciation  of  every  pledge  which 
procured  him  an  entrance  into  public  life. 

*^  Gentlemen,  I  come  forward  to  oppose  this  disgusting  system  of 
factious  and  intrusive  nomination,  which,  if  successful,  must  be 
fatal  to  your  local  independence ;  and  which,  if  extensively  acted 
upon  throughout  the  country,  may  even  be  destructive  of  your 
general  liberties.  I  come  forward  wearing  the  badge  of  no  party, 
and  the  livery  of  no  faction.  I  seek  your  suffrages  as  an  indepen* 
dent  neighbour,  who,  sympathising  with  your  wants  and  interests, 
will  exercise  his  utmost  influence  in  the  great  national  council  to 
relieve  th^  one  and  support  the  other. 
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At  a  public  meeting  given  to  him  by  his  supporters^ 
Mr.  Disraeli  elaborated  the  opinions  which  he  had 
expressed  in  the  address.  This  speech  is  a  really 
memorable   one :    delivered  at  a  petty  dinner  in  a 

^  But,  while  I  am  desiroiis  of  entering  Parliament  as  an  indepen- 
dent man,  I  have  never  availed  mjself  of  that  much-abused  epithet 
«  to  escape  an  explicit  avowal  of  mj  opinions.  I  am  desirous  ot 
asBsting  in  the  machinery  of  our  new  constitution,  without  which 
perfection  I  am  doubtful  whether  it  will  work.  I  am  prepared  to 
sapport  that  ballot  which  will  preserve  us  from  that  unprincipled 
ijBtem  of  terrorism  with  which  it  would  seem  we  are  threatened  even 
in  this  town. 

"  I  am  desirous  of  recurring  to  those  old  English  triennial  Parlia- 
ments of  which  the  Whigs  originally  deprived  us,  and,  by  repealing 
the  taxes  upon  knowledge,  I  would  throw  the  education  of  the 
people  into  the  hands  of  the  philosophic  student,  instead  of  the 
ignorant  adventurer. 

**  Although  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  enforce  on  all  opportunities 
the  most  rigid  economy,  and  the  most  severe  retrenchment,  to 
destroy  every  useless  place  and  every  urdeserving  office,  and  to  e£Eect 
tiie  greatest  reduction  of  taxation  consistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  public  faith  and  the  real  efficiency  of  the  Government, 
I  shall  withhold  my  support  from  every  Ministry  which  will  not 
originate  some  great  measure  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
lower  orders — ^to  rouse  the  dormant  energies  of  the  country,  to 
hbermte  our  shackled  industry,  and  reinstate  our  expiring  credit. 

"  I  have  already  expressed  my  willingness  to  assist  in  the  modifi- 
cation of  our  criminad  code.  I  have  already  explained  how  I  think 
the  abolition  of  slavery  may  be  safely  and  speedily  effected.  With 
regard  to  the  Com  Laws,  I  will  support  any  change  the  basis  of 
which  is  to  relieve  the  customer  without  injuring  the  farmer ;  and 
for  the  Church,  I  am  desirous  of  seeing  effected  some  commutation 
which,  while  it  prevents  the  tithe  from  acting  as  a  tax  on  industry 
and  enterprise,  wiU  again  render  the  clergy  what  I  am  always 
desirous  of  seeing  them,  fairly  remunerated,  because  they  are  valu- 
able and  efficient  labourers,  and  influential,  because  they  are  beloved. 

"  And  now  I  call  upon  every  man  who  values  the  independence 
of  our  borough,  upon  every  man  who  desircis  the  good  go\emment 
of  this  once  great  and  happy  country  ;  upon  every  man  who  feels 
he  has  a  better  chance  of  being  faithfully  served  by  a  Mem)oer  who 
is  his  neighbour,  than  by  a  remote  representative,  who.  like  tae  idle 
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small  town  almost  half  a  century  ago^  and  when 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  an  unknown  political  striplings  it 
yet  follows  exactly  the  same  lines  of  thought  as 
addresses  delivered  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  at  immense 
Conservatiye  gatherings  in  the  full  maturity  of  hia 
years^  and  after  his  full  harvest  of  honours.  The 
leading  theme  is  that  the  Tories  of  the  last  century 
were  the  real  friends^  and  the  Whigs  the  real  enemies, 
of  political  reform.  And  in  connection  with  this 
theme  are  mentioned  the  names  of  two  Tory  leaders, 
whose  authority  has  been  since  quoted  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  support  of  the  same  views^  at  least 
hundreds  of  times^  and  in  a  dozen  different  shapes. 

wind  no  man  regardeth,  comes  one  day  we  know  not  whence,  and 
goes  the  next  we  know  not  whither, — to  support  me  in  this  straggle 
against  that  rapacious,  tyrannical,  and  incapable  faction,  who,  having 
knavishly  obtained  power  by  false  pretences,  sillily  suppose  that  they 
will  be  permitted  to  retain  it  by  half  measures,  and  who,  in  the 
course  of  their  brief  but  disastrous  career,  have  contrived  to  shake 
every  great  interest  of  the  empire  to  its  centre. 

"  Ireland  in  rebellion,  the  colonies  in  convulsion,  our  foreign  rela- 
tions in  a  state  of  such  inextricable  confusion,  that  we  are  told  that 
war  alone  can  sever  the  Gordian  knot  of  complicated  blunders ;  the 
farmer  in  doubt,  the  shipowners  in  despair,  our  merchants  without 
trade,  and  our  manufacturers  without  markets,  the  revenue  declining, 
and  the  army  increased,  the  wealthy  hoarding  their  useless  capital, 
and  pauperism  prostrate  in  our  once-contented  cottages.  English- 
men, behold  the  unparalleled  empire  raised  by  the  heroic  energies  of 
your  fathers ;  rouse  yourselves  in  the  hour  of  doubt  and  danger ;  rid 
yourselves  of  all  that  political  jargon  and  factious  slang  of  Whig 
and  Tory — ^two  names  with  one  meaning,  used  only  to  delude  you, — 
and  unite  in  forming  a  great  national  party  which  can  alone  save 
the  country  from  impending  destruction. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

"  Your  obliged  and  devoted  servant, 

"B.    DiSBAELI. 

<\Bradenham  House,  Oct.  Ist,  1832." 
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These  two  men  are  Sir  William  Wjndham  and  Lord 
Bdingbroke. 

This  speech  is  also  remarkable  as  showing  the  first 
change  of  political  front.  At  the  election  in  June^  Mr. 
Disraeli  stood  as  a  Radical  pnre  and  simple ;  and  what- 
ever support  he  got  from  the  Tories,  he  then  repre- 
sented as  simply  the  result  of  the  Tory  sense  of  the 
necessity  of  seeking  JEtadical  aid.  But  at  this  second 
election  we  have  quite  a  different  tone.  All  the 
Badical  dogmas — ^triennial  Parliaments^  vote  by  ballot^ 
abolition  of  the  taxes  on  knowledge — are  still  strongly 
adyocated^  but^  at  the  same  time^  the  Tory^  with  his 
eyes  open,  is  allowed  to  see  short,  slight  glimpses  of  a 
Tory  leaven  in  Mr.  Disraeli^s  Radicalism.* 

The  nomination  took  place  on  the  10th  December. 
There  were  three  candidates  for  the  two  seats.  Mr. 
Smith,  afterwards  the  second  Lord  Carington,  who 
had  held  the  seat  for  many  years,  and  was  Lord  of 
the  Manor,  was  considered  certain  of  success  ;  and  the 
real  contest  accordingly  again  lay  between  Colonel 
Grey  and  Mr.  Disraeli.  I  would  willingly  pause  over 
Mr.  Disraeli^s  speech  on  this  occasion ;  but  I  am  able 
to  glance  at  but  one  or  two  of  its  points. 

•"Now  I,"  he  says  in  this  speech,  "who  am  cried  down  and 
branded  as  a  destractiTe  Radicid,  only  adrocate  what  Sir  William 
Wyndham,  the  Tory  champion,  sought  to  recoyer,  as  an  act  of  jostice 
to  the  people — as  an  essential  point  in  the  well-being  of  the  consti- 
tntion.  Lord  BoMngbroke,  one  of  the  ablest  men  that  erer  lired — 
(cheers) — ^was  a  firm  and  uncompromising  Tory,  and  advocated 
Triennial  Parliaments."  And  in  another  passage  he  speaks  of  him- 
self as  "  a  Conserratiye  to  preserve  all  that  is  good  in  our  constitution! 
a  Badical  to  remove  aU  that  is  bad."— ^tedb  Herald, 


62  LORD  BEACONSFTELD. 

There  is  a  possible  misapprehensioii  with  regard  to 
the  political  character  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  appeared 
at  these  elections^  against  which  I  have  already^ 
cautioned  the  reader;  bnt  it  is  a  point  to  which^  as 
will  afterwards  be  seen^  it  is  necessary  to  recnr  again' 
and  again.  That  misapprehension  is  that^  because  Mr. 
Disraeli  abused  the  Whigs^  he  is  on  that  account  not 
to  be  considered  a  Liberal.  I  ^ve  stated  that  this 
very  attitude  towards  Whiggery  must  be  taken  in  his 
case  at  that  time  as  it  would  be  taken  in  the  case  of 
men  like  Sir  Charles  Dilke  or  Mr.  Chamberlain  in  our 
days :  that  is  to  say^  as  proof  of  the  more  than  ordi- 
nary intensity  of  his  Liberalism.  In  confirmation  of 
this  contention,  I  point  to  the  fact,  familiar  to  every« 
body  acquainted  with  our  political  condition  in  1832, 
that  in  the  speeches  of  such  unquestioned  Liberals 
as  Joseph  Hume,  Daniel  O'Connell,  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Boebuck,  and  in  the  writings  of  such  equally  staunch 
Liberals  as  James  and  John  Mill  and  Albany 
Fonblanque,  there  is  abuse  of  Whigs  and  Whiggery 
quite  as  vehement  as  any  in  the  speeches  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  at  Wycombe. 

But  the  strongest  proof  that  Mr.  Disraeli  meant  his 
abuse  of  the  Whigs  to  pass  for  intensity  of  Liberalism 
is  to  be  found  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  own  utterances.  I 
have  already  pointed  out  this  in  commenting  on  the 
first  Wycombe  election.  Now  let  me  take  an  extract 
or  two  on  the  same  point  from  this  speech  in  the 
election  of  December. 

''  He  was  objected  to,''  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  according 
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to  the  report  in  the  local  paper,*  *'  by  the  gallant 
colonel  who  nominated  Colonel  Grey  (Colonel  Bristow), 
because  of  his  alliance  with  the  Tories :  he  wonld 
object  to  the  gallant  colonel  because  of  his  alliance 
with  the  Whigs;  and  the  Tories  had  tendered  him 
their  support,  and  if  they  were  inclined  to  serve 
the  purposea  of  the  people,  and  help  them  to  obtain 
iheir  object,  would  he,  as  a  friend  of  the  people,  be 
justified  in  rejecting  their  aid  ?  (Cheers  and  continued 
hooting.)'' 

This  passage,  I  think,  indisputably  means  that  if 
the  Tories  supported  him,  that  was  their  affair;  it 
was  not  that  he  was  the  less  a  Liberal.  But  there  is 
a  still  more  remarkable  passage — I  am  still  qaoting 
from  the  same  report : — 

'*He  charged  the  Whigs  with  having  violated,  in 
his  case,  a  solemn  pledge  never  to  oppose  a  Beformer. 
He  had  been  assured  by  his  friends  in  London  that 

*  

that  this  was  the  principle  on  which  the  Whigs  acted. 
When,  therefore.  Colonel  Grey  offered  himself,  he 
instantly  went  to  London  and  got  a  personal  friend  of 
his  to  wait  on  one  of  Colonel  Grey's  relatives.  The 
reply  was  that  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  no  chance  of 
being  elected,  and  if  Colonel  Grey  did  not  offer,  a 
Tory  would  come  in." 

And,  finally,  the  speech  wound  up  with  an  indict- 
ment of  the  Whigs  for  their  treatment  of  Mr.  Joseph 
Home ;  and  mark  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
points  this  charge : — 

*  BwikM  Gazette,  Dec.  15, 1832. 
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''  The  orator  next  drew  a  parallel  between  the  case 
of  Mr^  Hume  and  that  of  Borke^  who,  haying  helped 
the  Whigs  to  power,  fonnd  himself  rejected  by  them 
because  he  was  no  part  of  the  high  aristocracy.  The 
secret  of  the  enmity  of  the  Whigs  to  himself  was  that 
he  was  not  nobly  born.'' 

We  now  see  clearly  what  was  the  nature  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  hate  of  the  Whigs.  He  hated  them,  not 
because  they  were  Liberals,  but  because  they  were  an 
aristocratic  and  selfish  clique.  That  charge  against 
the  Whigs  was  brought  in  1832,  and  has  been 
brought  many  thousand  times  since  \ij  men  whose 
Liberalism  no  one  can  gainsay;  and  that  charge  most 
Liberals  will  willingly  admit  to  be  true.  And  there^ 
fore  Mr.  Disraeli  cannot  escape  from  the  &ct  that  he 
stood  for  Wycombe  in  1832  as  an  advanced  Liberal, 
by  pointing  to  his  attacks  on  Whigs  and  Whiggery. 

The  second  Wycombe  election  ended,  like  the  first, 
in  Mr.  Disraeli's  defeat.  Nothing  daunted,  however, 
and  determined,  if  he  could  not  have  election,  to  at 
least  have  notoriety,  he  rushed  across  to  the  county 
nomination  at  Aylesbury,  and  in  the  noisy  pro- 
ceedings of  the  day  took  a  characteristically  noisy 
part.*  And  then,  to  call  still  more  attention  to  the 
occasion,  he  wrote  an  indignant  letter  to  the  Tvmt9y\ 
complaining  of  misrepresentation  in  the  report  of  his 
implacable  enemy — ^the  Bucks  Gazette^ 

We  have  seen  that  Mr.  Disraeli  of  June  1832,  and 
Mr.  DisraeU  of  December  in  the  same  year,  are  just  a 

•  Ihid.  Dec.  22, 1832.  f  l^-  27, 1832. 
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Kttle  different.  At  the  first  Wycombe  election^  he,  is 
the  Badical  pare  and  simple ;  at  the  second,  he  can  go 
80  &r  as  to  tolerate  Tories.  We  now  follow  him 
to  a  metropolitan  stage,  and  here  we  shall  find  that 
he  appears  once  again  as  the  Badical,  pore  and  nn- 
disgoised. 

In  the  early  part  of  1833,  a*  vacancy  was  expected 
in  Marylebone,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  issued  an  address, 
which  is  purely  Badical,  if  ever  such  a  thing  as  a 
Badical  address  was  published.  He  is  in  favour  of 
triennial  Parliaments,  vote  by  ballot,  and  the  aboli- 
tion of  taxes  on  knowledge.  But  not  satisfied  with 
proclaiming  himself  the  adherent  of  the  two  prin- 
ciples which  were  then  the  distinctive  and  prominent 
badges  of  the  Badical  party,  Mr.  Disraeli  pledges 
liiwiftftlf  to  minor  articles  also  of  the  Badical  gospel. 
He  talks  of  himself  as  one  **  of  a  family  untainted  by 
the  receipt  of  public  money,''  and  an  attack  on  the 
pension  list  was  daily  made  by  the  Badicals ;  and  an 
announcement  of  himself  as  unsupported  by  either  of 
'^  the  a/nstoercAic  parties ''  was  evidently  a  sop  to  the 
levelling  tendency  supposed  to  reside  in  Badicalism. 

But  he  does  even  more  than  this.  '^  Believing,'' 
he  says  in  this  address,  ''that  unless  the  public 
burdens  are  speedily  and  materially  reduced,  a  civil 
convulsion  must  occur  **— Lord  Beaconsfield  has  been 
always  fond  of  prophesying  the  most  dire  conse 
quences  from  the  neglect  of  his  counsels — ''I  am 
desirous  of  seeing  a  Parliamentary  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  revise  the  entire  system  of  our  taxation 

6 


V 


Assuredly    tlie    proposition    tha 

Kiidical,  and  not  a  Conservative  j 

proof.     But  the  time  and  place  sel 

ment  of  a  political  opinion  are  alsc 

is  one  thing  to  pronounce  an  opi 

which  belongs  to  the  distant  future 

to  pronounce  an  opinion  on  a  ques 

moment  dividing  parties.     Now  tht 

at  the  moment  of  Mr.  Disraeli^s  ad 

the  hour.     The  address  is  dated  A 

February  18  of  that  same  year — thai 

months  before  the  issue  of  the  add] 

had  proposed  a  series  of  resolutioi 

Commons,  the   general    intention 

transfer  a  considerable  portion  of  t 

to  the  land.*     And  to  these  propose 

Hume— who  are  still,  it  must  be  ren 

Mr.   Disraeli  swears  allegiance  to- 
support.     On  RfivATH>i  ^ • 


THE  SECOND  ELECTION  AT  WYCOMBE.  67 

tliat^  as  a  consequence,  Mr.  Disraeli  sought  election  at 
Marylebone  as  a  Badical  of  the  most  pronounced  type. 

The  expected  vacancy  in  Marylebone  did  not  take 
place,  and  so  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  prevented  from 
explaining  on  the  hustings  his  political  creed.  How- 
ever,  he  took  another  form  of  doing  so.  In  his  early 
years,  if  his  tongue  was  at  rest,  his  pen  was  sure  to  be 
at  work. 

He  published  a  pamphlet,  entitled  *'  What  is  He  ?  '^ 
Of  the  hundreds  of  candidates  who  had  sought  election 
since  ihidr  passage  of  the  Reform  Bill,  probably  Lord 
Beaconsfield  was  the  only  one  who  thought  it  necessary 
to  explain  in  pamphlet  form  the  articles  of  his  creed. 
But  in  failure  as  in  success,  whether  his  position  were 
mean  or  exalted,  as  a  stripling  and  as  a  septuagenarian. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  has  acted  as  if  the  eyes  of  an 
admiring  world  were  fixed  upon  him. 

The  title  page  of  the  pamphlet  is  worthy  of  the 
writer.    "  What  is  He  ?  by  the  author  of  '  Vivian  Grey ,^ '' 

and  underneath  are  the  words — "  I  hear  that 

is  again  in  the  field.  I  donH  know  whether  we  ought 
to  wish  him  success ;  *  What  is  he  ?  ' — Extract  from  a 
letter  of  an  eminent  personage"  The  "  eminent  per- 
sonage !  '* — ^what  a  characteristic  phrase ! — was  under- 
stood to  be  Earl  Grey,  and  thus  the  world  was  taught 
how  deeply  important  the  candidature  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
appeared  to  the  most  influential  politicians. 

The  tone  of  reasoning  in  "What  is  He?''  is  one 
with  which  the  reader  has  already  been  made  tolerably 
familiar. 
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tiie  electioiiB  o£  June  and  December  of  1832.  In  the 
Maryleboiie  address,  as  in  the  first  election  at  Wycombe, 
Loid  Beaconsfield  is  the  Badical,  pore  and  simple; 
asd  in  the  pamphlet,  as  at  the  second  Wycombe 
dection,  lie  betrays  an  inclination  to  conciliate  the 
Tories.  The  reader,  however,  onght  to  take  note  of 
the  care  with  which,  while  even  making  these  advances 
to  the  Tories,  Lord  Beaconsfield  preserves  the  purity 
and  rigour  of  his  own  Badicalism.  He  proposes  a 
junction  with  the  Tories,  it  is  tnie ;  but  to  any  of  his 
Bsdical  patrons  who  might  object  to  this  as  incon- 
Rstent  with  his  own  Badical  creed,  he  has  a  very  ready 
tnswer.  He  proposes  reconciliation  of  the  Tories  with 
the  Radicals ;  bnt  he  proposes  it  on  the  troly  Badical 
basis  that  the  Tories  shall  surrender  aU  their  prin- 
dplee.  Of  course,  when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  talking  to 
the  Conservatives,  he  gave  his  scheme  a  very  different 
complexion. 

The  great  principle  and  the  great  secret  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  success  has  been  to  play  Qn  the  meanw 
passions  of  men. 

"Yes!"  exclaimed  Vivian  Grey,  ''we  must  mix 
with  the  herd  \  we  must  enter  into  their  feelings ;  we 
must  humour  their  weaknesses;  we  must  sympathise 
with  the  sorrows  that  we  do  not  feel,  and  share  the 
merriment  of  fools.''  And  Lord  Beaconsfield  has  fully 
acted  up  to  these  ideas.  The  three  weaknesses  on 
which  he  has  played  most  frequently  are  the  vanity 
of  the  aristocracy,  the  stupidity  of  the  agriculturist, 
and  the  lunacy  of  the  urban  population.    We  have 
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seen  Hb  appeal  to  the  more  rabid  doctrmes  of  the 
dwellers  in  the  town;  in  the  next  scetie,  he  is  dis- 
covered in  the  Bomeirhat  opposite  part  of  bowing  to 
the  nobility  and  glorifying  the  farmer. 

The  scene  of  this  second  appearance  is  a  dinner  in 
the  Town  Hall  at  Aylesbury  on  December  17,  1834. 
Between  this  date  and  the  Marylebone  address  an 
important  change  had  come  over  the  political  world. 
The  Ministry  of  Lord  Grey,  sunk  to  the  last  degree  of 
impotence,  had  required  recasting.  Lord  Melbourne, 
who  succeeded  Lord  G-rey,  was  not  much  more  sno- 
cesBfol ;  towards  the  end  of  the  year  he  was  dtsmisBod, 
and  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  were 
sent  for. 
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omnipotence  of  Grovemment,  and  Everybody  was  con- 
Tinced  that  ''  something  should  be  done/'  It  was  not 
qmte  so  easy  to  discover  what  that  '' something '' 
shonld  be.  King's  speech  after  King's  speech  alluded 
to  agricoltural  distress,  but  Ministers  could  agree  on 
no  measure;  and  committees  sat  for  months  on  the 
subject,  and  could  agree  on  no  report.  But  one  thing 
was  certain :  the  British  farmer  was  more  than  ever 
oonyinced  that  he  was  the  chief  bulwark  of  the  State, 
and  that  absolute  ruin  stared  this  bulwark  in  the 
face. 

Thus  the  agriculturists — ^needy,  exasperated,  and 
bewildered — stood  in  need  of  a  leader,  bold,  vehement 
of  tongae,  and  clear  of  head;  and  they  were,  besides, 
the  very  best  of  parties  for  a  young  politician.  They 
were  Tories,  for  the  most  part,  it  is  true;  but  they 
put  forward  claims  that  even  a  Tory  Minister  would 
find  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  satisfy.  The  lead 
of  a  section  of  the  party  in  power,  which  is  excited, 
mutinous,  and  rather  stupid, — could  an  ambitious 
youth  ask  more  ? 

The  party,  besides,  had  at  that  moment  its  Marquess 
of  Carabas,  whose  influence  the  uninfluential  Vivian 
Grey  could  use,  and  whose  mind  the  clever  Vivian 
Grey  could  sway.  The  Marquis  of  Chandos  had 
become,  within  the  last  few  years,  the  leader  of  the 
agricultural  party.  The  son  of  the  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham, an  owner  of  Wide  estates,  member  for  Mr. 
Disraeli's  own  county,  influential  in  every  Bucking- 
hamshire   constituencVj  the    idol  of   the   farmers,-^ 
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what  better  Marqnesa  of  GBrafaas  oonld  Vivian  Ot^ 


Wlien,  at  length,  a  friendly  Admimstraitum  liad  oome 
into  power,  the  farmers  raised  their  voioes  londer  than   - 
before ;  and  it  was  deteormined  that  the  Administration 
shoold  be  told  what  they  were  expected  to  do. 

In  Bocks,  the  excitement  was  particnlariy  intense. 
The  nunonr  had  gone  abroad,  and  had  actnaUy  been 
confirmed,  that  the  Marqnis  of  Chandos  vat  to  have 
no  place  in  the  new  Adnuoistration.  Alarming  as  this 
romonr  was,  the  canae  assigned  was  still  more  alann- 
ing,  and  deepened  the  dark  snspioion  that  the  friends 
of  the  farmers  were  abont  to  play  false  to  their  pro- 
mises. The  Marqnis  of  Chandos  would  not  be  a 
member  of  the  Ministry,  beoanse  the  Ministiy  refused 
to  promise  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax  I 
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The  meeting  developed  into  an  apotlieosis  of  the 
Marquis  of  Ghandos.  The  Marquis  of  Chandos  was 
mentioned  in  every  speech;  his  name  was  proposed  in 
three  different  toasts ;  the  farmers  hailed  him  at  every 
possible  moment  with  enthnsiastic  cheers;  he  spoke 
three  different  times. 

Mark,  too,  how  conscions  son  and  father  show 
themselves  of  their  dignity  I  The  Marqnis  of  Chandos 
speaks  of  his  father  as  ''  the  noble  Dnke  who  presides 
in  the  chair;''  as  to  say,  '^Ynlgar  folk,  behold  how 
even  I  bow  before  the  dncal  dignity  of  my  siref 
And  the  Dnke  is  no  less  conscions  of  the  over- 
whelming importance  of  the  child  of  his  loins.  ''  Can 
any  man  feel  pronder  than  I  am  ? ''  says  the  Dnke  in 
a  borst  of  self-complacency;  ^'snrronnded  by  so  many 
of  my  friends,  I  recd^ved  yonr  confidence,  which  was 
transmitted  to  me  by  those  yon  loved,  who  went 
before  me,  which  I  have  transmitted  thebe.'' 

''Here,''  says  onr  gashing  mral  reporter,  ''his 
Grace  pointed  to  Lord  Chandos,  and  the  cheering 
that  followed  was  so  long  and  lond  as  for  a  long 
time  to  intermpt  the  speech  of  the  noble  Dnke.''* 

But  where,  amid  all  this  self-gratnlation,  all  this 
complacent  chnckling  of  the  aristocrats, — ^where  is 
poor  Mr.  Disraeli?  Apparently,  he  is  not  thought 
mnch  of  by  these  magnates;  and  his  presence  at 
this  banquet  is  an  incident  of  the  most  trifling 
importance.  Indeed,  I  find  in  one  of  the  reports 
that  his  name  occupies  the  last  place  on  the  list  of 

Bwilu  Herald,  Dec  20, 1834* 


and  the  time  is  gradualh 
will  be  left  but  "The  1 
and  still  you  have  not  liu. 
a  word. 

What  a  picture  Mr.  Di~ 
to  our  eyes,   enlightened! 
he  loathes  the  gonnandiaf 
he  is  compelled  to  sit ;  i 
hate  he  looks  up  to  the  d 
sit ;  bow  he  sickens  at  ttu 
heritor  of   the  Duke's  titla^ 
feelings  as  he  bears  the  tarn 
who,   merely  by  his  positioiq 
leader  of  a  parliamentary  parn 
Disraeli,  with  the  tongue  of  I 
of  Wycombe,  has  to  sit   belo^ 
to  the  foolish  ntteraacea  of  titi  * 

Such  must  have  been  Mr.  Din 
but  when  he  rose  to  speak,  bis  i 
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to  justify  this  description  by  a  enlogimn  of  the 
agricaltoTal  interest,  so  wild  as  almost  to  read  like 
Imrlesqne.  He  states,  among  other  things,  that  *^  He 
kad  long  been  of  opinion  that  a  conspiracy  existed 
•mong  certain  orders  in  the  county  against  what  was 
liyled  the  Agricultural  interest/'  * 

And  again:  ''No  nation  could  ever  do  without 
agricnltnre,  and  a  peasantry  attached  to  it ;  and 
is  for  the  manufacturers  of  Birmingham  and  Man- 
chester, they  would,  if  it  suited  them  at  any  time, 
migrate  to  Belgium,  France,  or  Egypt.  (Cheers.) 
The  agriculturists  had  a  spirit  of  patriotism,'^  t — ^but 
I  need  give  no  more. 

A  number  of  stupid  farmers,  their  stomachs  well 
filled  with  meat  and  drink,  of  course  wildly  cheered 
these  testimonies  to  their  own  supernal  virtues ;  but 
assuredly  any  one  with  even  the  slightest  sense  of 
humour,  or  with  an  even  less  than  ordinary  degree 
of  penetration,  could  hear  underneath  this  exagge- 
ration and  flattery  the  tones  of  utter  insincerity. 

The  fcurmers,  however,  were  not  the  only  persons 
who  came  in  for  the  sweetnesses  of  the  orator's 
tongue.  I  have  already  spoken  of  the  part  the 
Marquis  of  Chandos  took  in  this  meeting.  Mr. 
Disraeli  pays  court  to  the  great  man  with  the  deepest 
fervour.  He  speaks  of  his  ''distinguished  talents;" 
his  "unsullied  parliamentary  conduct;"  and  as  Sir 
Robert  Peel  had  not  availed  himself  of  these  great 
mental  gifts,   and  this  lofty  character,  Mr.  Disraeli 

•  Ihid.  t  ^^' 
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for  one  ^'rather  faltered  in  liis  confidence  in  the 
new  Ministry/'  **  Ought  it  be  said/'  demanded  tha 
indignant  orator^  ''that  a  Ejmtchbnll  was  called  ta 
the  Conncils  of  his  SoTereign,  and  that  a  Chandos  wa» 
not  ? ''  And  to  this  question  the  answer — ye  gods  \ 
— ^was  not  uproarious  laughter^  but  *'loud  cheers/'* 
Finally^  the  speech  concluded  with  a  flourish  about 
the  country  gentlemen  and  the  yeomaniy  of  England, 
which  almost  sounds  like  a  quotation  from  ''Yiviaa 

Grey/'t 

The  reader  has  now  had  an  opportunity  of  reading 

in  immediate  succession  the  Marylebone  address  of 

1833  and  the  speech  to  the  Aylesbury  farmers  of  1834. 

Could  any  opinions  be  more  contradictory  than  those 

expressed  on  those  two  different  occasions  ? 

♦  JUd, 

+  From  the  Aylesbury  ipeech,  From  "  Vivian  Grey.* 

"  The  agricultiiTists  had  a  spirit  *'  And  then  followed  a  long 
of  patriotiBm — ^thej  had  on  their  dissertation.  Vivian  Grey  was 
side  wealth  and  intelligence,  and  ^talking  to  Mr.  Stapylton  Toad 
all  the  aristocracy  of  the  country,  on  the  character  of  the  noble 
an  aristocracy  which  the  wildest  statesman,  and  his  views  as  to 
Liberals  would  prefer  to  that  the  agricultural  interest,  and  the 
mongrel  race  which  had  already  importance  of  the  agricultural 
corrupted  the  greatest  portion  of  interest ;  and  then  a  delicate  hint 
Europe.  (Cheers.)  They  had  on  was  thrown  out  as  to  'how  de- 
their  side  the  gentlemen  of  Eng-  lightful  it  would  be  to  write  a 
land,  and  the  still  noble  remains  pamphlet  together  *  on  this  mighty 
of  a  once  unriTalled  yeomanry."      agricultural  interest ;   and   then 

came  a  panegyric  on  the  character 
of  country  gentlemen,  and  English 
yeomen,  and  the  importance  of 
keeping  up  the  old  English  spirit 
in  the  peasantry,"  etc.,  etc,  etc, 
etc.    (New  edition,  70.) 
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'^Believing,''  writes  Mr.  Disraeli  to  the  Marylebone 
electors  in  1833^  ^^that  unless  the  public  burdens  are 
speedily  and  materiallj  reduced,  a  civil  convulsion 
mnst  occur,  I  am  desirous  of  seeing  a  Parliamentary 
Committee  appointed  to  revise  the  entire  system  of 
our  taxation,  with  the  object  of  relieving  industry 
from  those  encumbrances  which  property  is  more 
capacitated  to  endure/' 

''  He  had  long  been  of  opinion/'  says  Mr.  Disraeli, 
to  the  Aylesbury  farmers  in  1834,  ^'that  a  conspiracy 
existed  among  certain  orders  in  the  country  against 
what  was  styled  the  AgricultunJ  interest.'' 

Is  not  the  Mr.  Disraeli  of  Marylebone,  and  1833,  as 
widely  separated  from  the  Mr.  Disraeli  of  Aylesbury, 
and  1834,  as  the  North  Pole  from  the  South?  He 
denounces  in  1834,  as  conspirators,  the  men  whom  in 
1833  he  sought  as  allies :  a  fanatic  devotee  of  urban 
interests  in  1833,  he  is  an  equally  fanatic  devotee  of 
rural  interests  in  1834. 

The  change  in  the  prospects  of  the  ConservatiYe 
party  appears  to  have  had  the  efEect  about  this  time 
of  making  Mr.  Disraeli  seriously  think  of  abandoning 
the  double  game  of  Liberal  in  town  and  Conservative 
in  country ;  but  for  a  while  he  still  held  himself  open 
to  ofEers  from  either  political  party. 

''The  Chancellor  called  on  me  yesterday,"  writes 
Mr.  Greville,*  on  December  6,  1834,  ''about  getting 
young  Disraeli  into  Parliament  (through  the  means 
of  George  Bentinck)  for  Lynn.    I  had  told  him  George 

*  HemoiiSi  lit  170.    Fourth  editum. 
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wanted  a  good  man  to  assist  in  taming  ont  William 
Lennox^  and  he  suggested  the  above-mentioned 
gentleman^  whom  he  called  a  friend  of  Chandos.  Hjb 
political  principles  mnst^  however^  be  in  abeyance,  for 
he  said  that  Durham  was  doing  all  he  could  to  g^ 
him,  by  the  ofEer  of  a  seat  and  so  forth;  if,  therefore, 
lie  is  undecided,  and  wavering  between  Chandos  and 
Durham,  he  must  be  a  mighty  impartial  personage* 
I  don't  think  such  a  man  will  do,  though  just  such  as 
Lyndhurst  would  be  connected  with/' 

Lord  Durham,  it  may  be  as  well  to  remind  readers 
of  this  generation,  was  recognised  in  1884  as  one 
of  the  leaders  of  Radicalism;  indeed,  of  the  Whig 
aristocrats,  he  was  the  only  one  who  was  distinctly 
pledged  to  Household  SufErage  and  Vote  by  Ballot* 
Of  the  Marquis  of  Chandos  something  has  been  said 
already;  suffice  it  to  add  that  he  was  one  of  the 
£tubbom  band  of  Tories  who  denounced  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  when  he  passed  Catholic  Emancipation,  and 
fought  the  battle  against  Bef orm  after  the  Tory  leaders 
had  left  the  field.  Lord  Durham  was  a  Badical  leader 
among  Whigs;  Lord  Chandos,  an  ultra-Tory  leader 
among  Tories;  the  politician  who  wavered  between 
the  two  might  well  be  called  "mighty  impartial." 

It  is  evident,  however,  that  a  week  or  so  after 
the  entry  in  Mr.  Greville's  diary,  Mr.  DisraeU  had 
made  his  choice,  and  that  he  chose  to  be  a  True 
Blue.  On  December  16,  he  delivered  a  long  speech  at 
Wycombe,  the  representation  of  which  he  was  for  a 
third  time  seeking.    Li  that  speech  he  said  not  one 
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irord  about  Triennial  Parliaments  or  Vote  by  Ballot ; 

Uie  entire  address  was  one  long  argument  in  favour  of 

die  new  Tory  Administration. 
We  are^  fortunately^  not  left  to  mere  newspaper 

'reports  for  an  account  of  this  speech.  With  his 
diaracteristic  belief  in  the  importance  of  everything 
lie  said  and  did^  Mr.  Disraeli  afterwards  published  it  in 
pamphlet  f  orm^  under  the  title  '^  The  Crisis  Examined.'^ 
The  speech  was^  as  I  have  said^  for  the  most  part  a 
ibong  plea  in  favour  of  the  Ministry  of  Sir  Bobert 
Peel^  which  had  just  come  into  power  \  but  it  contained 
some  expressions  of  opinion  which  the  cautious  leader 
of  the  Conservative  party  would  not  much  care  to  have 
heard. 

Ireland^  at  that  period^  as  so  often  since  and  before, 
was  the  great  difficulty  of  the  Ministers;  and  the 
ficandal  of  the  Irish  Church  was  the  prominent  part 
of  the  Irish  problem.  In  these  days,  the  tithes  still 
eristed,  and  their  collection  was  attended  with  scenes 
of  wild  disorder  and  terrible  cruelty,  and  sometimes 
with  murderous  encounters.  Mr.  Disraeli  sympathised 
in  '^  The  Crisis  Examined  ^'  most  strongly  with  the 
hate  of  the  Irish  tithes,  which  was  then  felt  by  every 
man  of  just  and  humane  feeling;  and  he  gave,  like- 
wise, a  hearty  adhesion  to  the  prevalent  project  for 
reducing  somewhat  the  bloated  proportions  of  the  Irish 
Church. 

''  Twelve  months,  there/are/^  he  said,  "  must  rMtpass 
aver  without  the  very  na/me  of  tithes  in  that  country  ''— 
Ireland — "  being  abolished  for  ever  ;  nor  do  I  deem  it 


8o  LORD  BEACONSFJELD. 

less  urgent  thcU  the  Protestant  Estahlishment  in  thai 
country  should  be  at  once  proportioned  to  the  popu- 
lotion  which  it  serves,***  I  ask  the  reader  to  carefully 
mark  this  declaration  of  opinion. 

Equally  zealous  was  Mr.  Disraeli  that  the  usurpations 
of  the  Church  in  England  should  be  reduced  in  favour 
of  the  rights  of  Dissenters. 

^' As  for  the  question  of  the  Church  rate/'  he  said, 
^^  it  is  impossible  that  we  can  endure  that  every  time  one 
is  levied,  a  town  should  present  the  scene  of  a  contested 
election.  The  rights  of  the  EstahUshment  must  be' 
respected,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  Establishment  iUdf 
tliat  flagrant  scandal  must  be  rem^ovedJ'^ 

Here^  again^  I  ask  the  reader  to  take  particular  note 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  expression  of  opinion. 

Another  point  of  considerable  importance,  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  discussed  in  this  speech,  was  whether 
Peel,  now  that  he  was  in  office,  would  be  justified  in 
passing  measures  to  which  he  had  been  hostile  in 
opposition.  Mr.  Disraeli  decides  this  question  em-* 
phatically  in  the  affirmative. 

'^The  truth  is,  gentlemen,''  he  said,  ^'  a  statesman  is 
the  creature  of  his  age,  the  child  of  circumstance,  the 
creation  of  his  times.  A  statesman  is  essentially  a 
practical  character ;  and  when  he  is  called  upon  to  take 
office,  he  is  not  to  inquire  what  his  opinions  might  or 
might  not  have  been  upon  this  or  that  subject — he  is 
only  to  ascertain  the  needful  and  the  beneficial,  and 
the  most  feasible  manner  in  which  affairs  are  to  be 
*  1834  edition,  5.  f  -2^*  8* 
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carried  on.  The  fact  is,  the  conduct  and  opinions  of 
public  men  at  different  periods  of  their  career  must 
not  be  too  curiously  contrasted  in  a  free  and  aspiring 
coontry.  The  people  have  their  passions,  and  it  is 
asm  tAe  duty  of  ptiblie  men  occasionally  to  adopt  sen- 
tiwkents  with  which  they  do  not  sympathise,  because  the 

people  must  have  leaders I  laugh,  therefore,  at 

the  objection  against  a  man  that^  at  a  former  period  of 
his  career^  he  advocated  a  policy  different  to  his  pre- 
80nt  one :  all  I  seek  to  ascertain  is  whether  his  present 
policy  be  just,  necessary,  expedient ;  whether,  at  the 
present  moment,  he  is  prepared  to  serve  the  country 
according  to  its  present  necessities/'  * 

*  Ibid.  16-17.     In  this  speech  was  contained  the  famons  Dncrow 
Bmile— one  of  the  first  spedmens  of  that  p>ower  of  satirical  illustra- 
tion which  Lord  Beacom^eld  has  fonnd  so  useful  in  his  career.    **  The 
Reform  Ministrj,  indeed  I "  said  Mr.  Disraeli.    '*  Why,  scarcely  an 
anginal  membegr  of  that   celebrated   Cabinet  remained.    Tou   re- 
member, gentlemen,  the  story  of  Sir  John  Cutler's  silk  hose.    These 
fiunoQS  stockings  remind  me  of  this  famous  ministry  ;  for  really 
between  Hobhonse  dams,  and  EUice  botchings,  I  hardly  can  decide 
whether  the  hoee  are  silk  or  worsted.    The  Beform  Ministry  !    I  dare 
say  now  some  of  you  hare  heard  of  Mr.  D«crow,  that  celebrated 
gentleman  who  rides  upon  six  horses.    What  a  prodigious  achieve- 
ment I     It  seems  impossible,  but  yon  have  confidence  in  Ducrow  1 
Ton  fly  to  witness  it ;  onfortonately,  one  of  the  horses  is  ill,  and  a 
donk^  is  snbstitated  in  its  place.    Bat  Ducrow  is  still  admirable; 
there  he  is,  bonnding  along  in  a  spangled  jacket  and  cork  slippers  1 
The  whole  town  Is  mad  to  see  Dacrow  riding  at  the  same  time 
on  six  horses ;  bat  now  two  more  of  the  steeds  are  seized  with  the 
staggen^  and  lo  I    three  jackasses  in  their  stead  I     Still  Ducrow 
persists,  and  still  announces  to  the  public  that  he  will  ride  round    is 
dicns  ererj  night  on  six  steeds.    At  last,  all  the  horses  are  knocked 
ap,  and  now  there  s^  half-a-dozen  donkeys.     What  a  change  I 
Behold  the  hero  in  the  amphitheatre,  the  spangled  jacket  thrown 
on  one  side,  tlie  cork  slippers  on  the  other  1     Puffing,  panting, 
and  pen^rmgt  ^  pokes  one  sollen  brute^  thwacks  another,  cuffs  a 

6 
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A  third  time  Mr.  Disraeli  was  defeated^  both  Mr. 
Smith  and  Colonel  Grey  having  again  received  more 
votes.* 

But,  still  nnconquered,  he  showed  in  the  very  hour 
of  defeat  that  spirit  of  elastic  self-confidence,  and  : 
that  patient  steadiness  of  purpose,  to  which  he  owes  so 
much  of  his  life's  success. 

'^  He  had,''  he  said  at  a  Conservative  dinner  about 
a  fortnight  after  his  defeat — "  He  had  made  two 
struggles  for  the  independence  of  Wyciombe,  and  lie 
was  prepared,  if  the  opportunity  offered,  to  make  a 
third.  (Cheers.)  He  was  not  at  all  disheartened; 
he  did  not  in  any  way  feel  like  a  beaten  man.  Per- 
haps it  was  because  he  was  used  to  it.  (Cheers  and 
laughter.)  He  would  say  of  himself  with  the  famous 
Italian  general,  who  being  asked  in  his  old  age  why 
he  was  always  victorious,  replied,  it  was  because  he 
had  always  been  beaten  in  youth.    (Loud  applause.)"  f 

third,  and  curses  a  fourth,  while  one  brays  to  the  audience,  and 
another  rolls  in  the  sawdust.  Behold  the  late  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Reform  Ministry  1  The  spirited  and  snow-white  steeds  have 
gradually  changed  into  an  equal  number  of  sullen  and  obstinate 
donkeys.  While  Mr.  Merryman,  who,  like  the  Lord  Chancellor,  was 
once  the  very  life  of  the  ring,  now  lies  his  despairing  length  in 
the  middle  of  the  stage,  with  his  jokes  exhausted  and  his  bottle 
empty  1  "—Ibid.  29—31.  In  the  title-page  of  the  *'  Crisis  Examined," 
as  well  as  in  that  of  other  works  of  his  youth,  Lord  Beaconsfield 
describes  himself  as  "  Disraeli  the  Younger." 

♦  The  numbers  were — Smith,  288  ;  Grey,  147  ;  Disraeli,  128. 

t  Bucks  Herald,  Jan.  31,  1835, 
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CHAPTER  V* 

BEACHING   THE  NADIS. 

The  year  1835  is  one  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  mottt  look 
back  occasionally  with  feelings  of  poignant  pain.  In 
that  year  he  reached  his  nadir. 

In  1 834  he  published  "  The  Revolutionary  Epick.'' 
He  had  already  given  the  world  abundant  proof  of  a 
conceit^  both  political  and  literary^  that  was  almost 
superhuman.  But "  The  Revolutionary  Epick  '^  eclipsed 
all  previous  performances. 

The  preface  to  that  poem  is  perhaps  the  most  extra- 
ordinary piece  of  writing  that  has  ever  been  penned  by 
any  man^  not  admittedly  a  lunatic  or  an  imbecile.  ^'  It 
was  on  the  plains  of  Troy/^  it  begins,  ^Hhat  I  first 
conceived  the  idea  of  this  work.V  ♦ 

Mark,  first,  the  mise  en  scene.  The  plains  of  Troy  ! 
Mr.  Disraeli  is  so  impressed  with  the  greatness  of  his 
work,  and  himself,  that  he  must  select  as  the  birthplace 
of  his  poem  the  most  remarkable  spot  on  the  whole 
earth  :  he  stands  with  his  epic  in  his  hand,  the  central 
figure,  at  the  centre  of  the  universe  I 

'' Wandering,'^  proceeds  Mr.  Disraeli^  ^'over  that 

•  Preface,  L 
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illustrious  scene^  suirounded  bj  the  tombs  of  heroes 
and  by  the  confluence  of  poetic  streams^  my  musing 
thoughts  clustered  round  the  memory  of  that  im- 
mortal song^  to  which  all  creeds  and  countries  alike  re- 
spond^ which  has  vanquished  Chance  and  defied  Time, 
Deeming  myself^  perchance  too  rashly^  in  that  excited 
hour^  a  Poet^  I  cursed  the  destiny  that  had  placed  me 
in  an  age  that  boasted  of  being  anti-poetical.  And 
while  my  Fancy  thus  struggled  with  my  Reason^  it 
flashed  across  my  mind,  like  the  lightning  which 
was  then  playing  over  Ida,'' — ^thus  Nature,  in  one  of 
her  sublimest  moods,  is  pressed  into  service :  flashes  of 
lightning  j  Mr.  Disraeli ;  the  plains  of  Troy — ^these  are 
the  magnificent  stage  directions — ''it  flashed  across 
my  mind,  like  the  lightning  which  was  then  playing 
over  Ida,  that  in  those  great  poems  which  rise,  the 
pyramids  of  poetic  art,  amid  the  falling  and  fading 
splendour  of  less  creations,  the  Poet  hath  ever  em- 
bodied the  spirit  of  his  Time.  Thus  the  most  heroic 
incident  of  an  heroic  age  produced  in  the  Iliad  an 
Heroic  Epick;  thus,  the  consolidation  of  the  most 
superb  of  Empires  produced  in  the  ^neid  a  Political 
Epick ;  the  revival  of  Learning,  and  the  birth  of  ver- 
nacular Genius,  presented  us  in  the  Divine  Comedy 
with  a  National  Epick ;  and  the  Reformation  and  its 
consequences  called  from  the  rapt  lyre  of  Milton  a 
Religious  Epick.  And  the  spirit  of  my  time,  shall  it 
alone  be  uncelebrated?  Standing  upon  Asia,  and 
gazing  upon  Europe,  with  the  broad  Hellespont  alone 
between  us,  and  the  shadow  of  Night  descending  on 
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the  moantains  ^'—Nature  pressed  into  service  again 
— ^'^  these  mightj  continents  appeared  to  me  as  it 
were  the  Rival  Principles  of  Government,  that  at  pre- 
sent contend  for  the  mastery  of  the  world.  '  What !  * 
I  exclaimed,  ^is  the  Bevolation  of  France  a  less  im- 
portant event  than  the  siege  of  Troy?  Is  Napoleon 
a  less  interesting  character  than  Achilles?  For  me 
remains  the  Revolutionary  JEpici/'* 

Homer,  Virgil,  Dante,  Milton,  and  Mr.  Disraeli — ^the 
Diad,  the  iSneid,  the  Divine  Comedy,  Paradise  Lost, 
and  the  Bevolntionary  Epick ! — was  there  ever  such 
strangely  assorted  company  7 

We  can  imagine  the  effect  such  a  preface  produced 
in  1834.  Tip  to  that  year  Mr.  Disraeli  had  practi- 
cally given  proof  of  little  beyond  his  own   conceit. 

Contarini  Fleming '^  was  in  great  part  nonsense, 
Alroy''  was  nonsense,  "Vivian  Grey^s'^  cleverness 
was  obscured  by  extravagance  and  vanity ;  and  the 
author  of  all  this  mediocre  stuff  declares  himself  the 
successor  of  the  Father  of  Poetry  ! 

Let  OS  remember,  in  addition  to  all  this,  the  corre- 
sponding pretentiousness  of  appearance  and  tone,  the 
flowing  ringlets  and  the  D'Orsay  garments,  the  affecta- 
tion of  keeping  the  best  company  and  drinking  the 
finest  wines :  let  us  remember  this,  and  we  can  well 
understand  the  bitter  dislike  and  contempt  which  were 
excited  by  the  Disraeli  of  1834. 

The  *' Bevolntionary  Epick''  fully  carries  out  the 
promise  of  the  preface.     Like  the  pre&ce,  void  of 

♦  Ibid.  i.-ii 
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idea  and  inflated  in  language,  it  confirmB  tlie  im.- 
presaioD  tbat  it  is  the  work  of  a  mind  at  once  impotent 
and  ambitions. 

"  I  am  not,"  wrote  onr  poet,  "  one  who  finds  con- 
eolation  for  the  neglect  of  my  contemporaries  in  the 
imaginary  plaudits  of  a  more  sympathetic  Posterity. 
The  public  will  then  decide  whether  this  work  is 
to  be  continued  and  completed;  and  if  it  pass  in 
the  negative,  I  ehall,  without  a  pang,  hurl  my  Ijre 
to  Limbo."*  The  public  has  passed  in  the  nega- 
tive, to  use  Mr.  Disraeli's  strange  phrase,  and  the 
lyre,  accordingly,  has  been  hurled  to  Limbo.  A 
second  edition  was  published  about  twenty  years  after 
the  appearance  of  the  first,  bat  not  in  obedience 
to  a  demand  from  the  public.     It  was  published  to 
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nostmms.  The  moment,  however^  liad  at  last  come 
when  lie  thouglit  he  might  once  and  for  ever  throw  off 
the  Radical  mask. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  called  to  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  November,  1834,  was  compelled  by  an  adverse 
vote  to  resign  in  April  of  the  following  year.  In  the 
new  Government  formed  by  Lord  Melbourne,  Mr. 
Henry  Labonchere  was  appointed  Master  of  the  Mint. 
When  Mr.  Labonchere,  on  taking  office,  appealed  for 
re-election  to  the  electors  of  Taunton,  he  found  himself 
opposed  by  Mr.  Disraeli. 

Some  astonishment  was  created  by  the  boldness  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  enterprise;  for  Mr.  Labonchere  was 
not  an  unimportant  member  of  the  new  Cabinet, 
had  a  good  parliamentary  reputation,  and  had  been 
returned  five  times  already  by  the  constituency  of 
Taunton.  But  Mr.  Disraeli  was  wiser  than  his  critics. 
M.  Emile  de  Girardin,  we  are  told  by  M.  Louis  Blanc,* 
regarded  a  deal  with  Armand  Carrel  as  a  bonjie  fortune. 
The  originator  of  newspaper  advertisements  in  France, 
understood  the  art  of  self -puffing  well ;  but  not  a  bit 
better  than  Mr.  Disraeli.  He  has  advanced  himself 
from  obscurity  partly  by  the  judicious  selection  of 
eminent  opponents.. 

Still  more  astonishment  was  created  by  the  poli- 
tical character  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  chose  to  appear. 
"  Mr.  Disraeli,''  wrote  the  Taunton  Coiirier^  a  Liberal 
journal,  (April  22nd,  1835,)  "  possesses  the  confidence 
of  the  Conservative  Club  in  London,  and  to  which 

♦  "  Histoire  de  Dix  Ans,"  v.  64. 
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body  of  gentlemen  tliis  borough  is  indebted  for  bis 
visit  on  the  present  occasion."  What!  the  prot4g( 
of  O^Gonnell  and  Home;  the  writer  of  the  Radical 
address  to  Marylebone,  and  "  What  is  He  ? " ;  the 
advocate  of  Triennial  Parliaments  and  Vote  by  Ballot^ 
an  avowed  nominee  of  a  Conservative  Club — ^it  was 
incredible  I 

Firsts  a  gentleman  came  forward  to  express  absolute 
doubt  of  the  accuracy  of  the  ToAinton  Courier,  *^Mr. 
Disraeli/^  he  wrote,  ''  is  a  Liberal,  and  a  member  of 
the  Westminster  Reform  Club."  * 

"  So  the  Tories/'  wrote  the  Morning  Chronicle  of 
April  25, 1835,  "have  started  Mr.  Disraeli  at  Taunton 

♦  "  To  the  Editor  of  the  Morning  Chronicle, 

"  Sir, — In  your  journal  of  to-day,  it  is  stated,  on  the  authority  of 
the  Taunton  Courier^  that  D' Israeli  the  Younger  had  been  sent 
to  that  borough  by  the  Conservatiye  Club,  to  oppose  the  re-election 
of  Mr.  Labouchere.  This  statement  (so  far,  at  least,  as  the  Con- 
servative  Club  is  concerned,  must,  I  think,  be  a  gross  mistake, 
seeing  that  Mr.  Disraeli  professes  to  be  a  Liberal,  and  in  proof 
thereof  is  actually  a  member  of  the  Westminster  Reform  CHib,  esta- 
blished last  year  in  Great  George  Street,  Westminster^  by  Messrs. 
Tennyson,  Hume,  and  others  of  the  Liberal  party.  Nay,  more,  pro- 
posed to  offer  himself  as  a  candidate  for  Marylebone,  and,  on  being 
told  that  his  principles  were  considered  somewhat  doubtful,  he  upon 
a  recent  occasion  put  forth  a  pamphlet  entitled  •  What  is  He  ?  *  in 
which  he  recommends  triennial  Parliaments,  election  by  ballot,  and 
that  the  Tories  should  coalesce  with  Radicals.  I  refer  you  to  tbe 
pamphlet  itself  rather  than  to  extracts,  and  although  it  is  as  ambi- 
guously worded  as  the  most  dexterous  trimmer  could  wish,  yet,  coupling 
the  above  extracts  with  the  fact  of  its  having  been  written  expressly 
with  the  view  to  recommend  the  writer  to  the  favourable  notice  of 
the  electors  of  Marylebone,  it  can  hardly  be  believed  that  its  author 
is  now  under  the  especial  patronage  of  the  Conservative  Club. 

•*  I  am.  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

'•AN  Elector  op  Westminster.'* 
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to  oppose  Mr.  Labouchere^  ....  and  report  says  that 
they  have  supplied  him  liberally  with  the  sinews  of 

war Is  he  making  a  catspaw  of  the  Tories,  or 

are  they  making  one  of  him  ?  '^ 

Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  was  preparing  for  himself 
&r  more  violent  and  memorable  attacks.  In  the 
course  of  his  canvass,  he  made  a  most  foolish  speech, 
in  which  he  attacked  O'Connell  in  very  severe  terms. 
He  called  the  Irish  Tribune  an  incendiary  and  a 
traitor.  The  nomination  took  place  on  April  27 ;  and 
Mr.  Disraeli,  after  he  had  been  proposed  and  seconded, 
made  some  attempt,  as  will  be  seen,  to  repair  the  error 
of  his  electioneering  indiscretions. 

This  nomination  speech  is  certainly  one  of  the 
most  startling  even  Lord  Beaconsfield  ever  delivered ; 
and  it  required  even  all  the  peculiar  form  of  courage 
with  which  he  is  gifted,  to  make  some  of  its  state- 
ments without  faltering. 

The  '^  Crisis  Examined  '^  was  published  in  the 
December  of  1834;  this  Taunton  speech  was  de- 
Uvered  in  April  of  1835— that  is,  four  or  five  months 
after.  Yet  Mr.  Disraeli  had  in  this  short  period 
made  a  complete  change  in  his  opinions  on  some 
of  the  most  important  and  pressing  questions  of  the 
time. 

Take  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church. 

In  the  ^^  Crisis  Examined,^'  as  will  be  remembered, 
he  expressed  the  opinion  that  ^Hhe  Protestant  Esta- 
blishment in  that  country  " — Ireland — "  should  be  at 
once  proportioned  to  the  population  which  it  serves.^ 
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In  the  Taunton  speech^  he  says  on  this  same  sub- 
ject,— 

^'I  cannot  understand  the  principle  by  which  the 
Whigs  would  reform,  as  they  call  it,  the  Church 
of  Ireland!  It  appears  to  me  that  they  offered  a 
premium  to  the  Whit^boys  to  destroy  the  Protestants. 
(Cheers  from  the  Blues.)  If  forty-nine  Souls  are 
not  worthy  to  be  saved,  whilst  fifty  are,  I  think  we 
shall  soon  have  no  congregations  in  Ireland  which 
exceed  the  Popish  tariff  of  salvation.''  * 

Take  the  question  of  the  Irish  Tithes. 

In  the  '*  Crisis  Examined,''  he  said,  it  will  be 
remembered, — 

"Twelve  months,  therefore,  must  not  pass  over 
without  the  very  name  of  tithes  in  that  country" 
—Ireland — "  being  abolished  for  ever." 

Well,  not  twelve,  but  only  five  months  have  passed, 
and  here  is  what  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  to  say  on 
this  same  question  : — 

"  If  the  Irish  Church  has  always  been  the  intolerable 
nuisance  it  is  described,  why  has  this  nuisance  been  so 
lately  discovered  ?  It  is  upon  record  that,  twenty 
years  ago,  tithes  were  paid  more  readily  than  rents  are 
now  in  England.  Gentlemen,  it  is  agitation  that  has 
made  the  nuisance,  and  it  is  the  Whig  party  who  for 
their  own  ends  have  encouraged  the  agitation." 

Now  this  entire  change  of  opinion  is  strange  enough  j 
but  there  is  something  that  makes  it  stranger.     In 

*  Dorset  County  Chronicle,  April  30, 1835,  quoted  in  Morning  Post, 
March  2,  1835. 
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this  interval  o£  five  months  between  the  ''Crisis 
Examined ''  and  the  Taunton  speech^  a  terrible 
occurrence  took  place^  which  ought  to  have  shaken 
anybody  who  had  hitherto  supported  the  Tithes,  and 
most  strongly  confirmed  anybody  who  had  been 
hitherto,  opposed  to  them. 

The  speech  of  which  the  "Crisis  Examined''  was 
a  repubhcation,  was  dehvered  on  December  16,  1834. 
In  the  Times  of  December  19  there  is  an  account  of 
a  Tithe  affray  in  Ireland,  in  which  thirteen  persons 
were  killed,  seven  desperately  wounded,  and  twenty 
others  more  or  less  seriously  injured.  Among  those 
victims  to  the  Tithe  were  at  least  two  women,  and  the 
accounts  given  of  the  whole  dccurrence  are,  without 
exaggeration,  appalling.* 

Here  then  is  the  plain  statement  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
conduct  on  this  occasion.  On  December  16,  1834,  he 
delivered  a  speech  in  which  he  declared  that  the  very 

*  Let  me  make  a  quotation  or  two  from  the  accounts  published  by 
the  Thnes  : — 

**  The  Southern  Reporter  contains  the  names  and  descriptions 
of  seven  dangerously  wounded,  and  thirteen  killed,  now  lying  in 
the  temporary  morgue  at  Rathcormack,  where  three  coroners  are 
officiating  under  circumstances  of  the  most  painful  interest,  described 
in  three  sentences  in  a  despatch  received  in  Cork  on  Saturday,  dated 
one  o'clock — *  The  town  is  full  of  military.*  •  A  fiery  discussion  is 
going  on  before  the  three  coroners.'  '  The  excitement  is  terrible.' 
Its  correspondent  states — ^  To  describe  the  state  of  the  country  since 
the  tragic  occurrence  was  enacted  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  writer. 
The  shops  in  Watergrass  Hill  and  Rathcormack  are  generally  closed  ; 
business  of  every  kind  suspended ;  not  a  cow,  a  horse,  a  sheep,  or  a 
pig  to  be  seen  for  miles.  The  people  are  dark  and  sullen,  desperate 
and  reckless.  One  old  man,  in  the  presence  of  the  writer,  was  sur- 
rounded by  several  scores  of  peasants,  fell  upon  his  knees,  and  im- 
precated the  yengeaoGe  of  Heaven  upon  the  destroyers  of  his  children. 
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name  of  tithes  should  be  abolished  for  erer  in  Ireland 
before  twelve  months  had  elapsed.  On  the  very  heels 
of  that  declaration  comes  a  massacre,  attended  by 
surroundings  of  an  appalling  and  heartrending  nature. 
And  the  direct  cause  of  this  massacre  is  the  Irish 
Tithe  system. 

Yet  on  April  17  in  the  following  year,  Mr.  Disraeli 
contradicts  his  own  expression  of  opinion^  and  is  deaf 
to  the  thunderous  confirmation  which  the  Sathcormack 
massacre  had  given  to  that  opinion. 

^^  If  there  be  anything,^'  says  Mr.  Disraeli  in  this 
same  Taunton  speech,  ''  on|Which  I  pique  myself,  it  is 
my  consistency ! ''  * 

Let  us  next  advance  to  the  explanation  of  his 
change  as  a  thorough  ''  True  Blue ''  at  Taunton,  from 
the  Radical  candidate  for  Wycombe,  who  advocated 
Ti*iennial  Parliaments,  Vote  by  Ballot,  and  all  the 
other  destructive  Radical  "  cries.'' 

"Gentlemen,"  he  said,  "if  there  be  anything  on 

Another  offered  np  an  oath  that  he  would  not  die  till  the  blood  in 
which  he  that  moment  knelt  was  avenged.  The  feeling  is  intense,  the 
people  are  quite  careless  of  their  lives.  Thej  are  incommunicative, 
and,  with  very  few  exceptions,  were  observed  not  to  shed  a  tear.  *  We 
subjoin  what  follows  on  the  same  subject  from  the  correspondent  of 
the  Dublin  Evening  Post :  '  I  went  up  to  inspect  the  haggard  where 
the  carnage  occurred,  and  so  awful  a  spectacle  I  never  witnessed. 
The  straw  all  saturated  with  human  gore,  so  that  the  blood  oozed 
through  the  straw  on  the  pressure  of  the  foot,  and,  shocking  to  relate, 
the  widow  Collins  was  seen  to  kiss  the  blood  of  her  sons,  imprecating 
Ckxl's  vengeance  on  the  murderers  of  her  children.  Another  man 
have  I  seen  stamping  his  foot  on  the  blood  of  his  brother,  and  saying, 
**  The  man  that  shed  this,  my  brother's  blood,  shall  drink  his  own 
blood  if  I  Uve." '  " 

*  Dm-sei  County  Chronide,  April  SO,  1835. 
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which  I  piqae  myself,  it  is  my  consistency.  (Loud 
cheers.)  Wdil,  I  shall  be  ready  to  proTe  my  con- 
sistency, either  in  the  House  of  pommons  or  on  the 
hustings  of  Taunton.  (Hear,  hear.)  Every  man  may 
be  attacked  once,  but  no  one  ever  attacked  me  twice. 
(Cheers.)  Here  is  my  consistency.  I  have  always 
opposed  with  my  utmost  energy  the  party  of  which 
my  hon.  opponent  is  a  distinguished  member.  That 
party  I  have  opposed  for  reasons  I  am  prepared  to 
give  and  to  uphold.  I  look  upon  the  Whigs  as  an 
anti-national  party.  .  .  .  When  I  first  entered  into 
public  life,  I  found  the  high  places  of  the  realm  filled 
by  the  party  of  which  my  opponent  is  a  member.  .  .  . 
I  considered  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the  Whigs,  and 
to  ensure  their  discomfiture,  and,  if  possible,  their 
destruction  as  a  party.  (Murmurs,  and  loud  cheers.) 
There  was  then  no  constitutional  opposition  to  keep  the 
Govenmient  in  check.  That  great  Tory  party,  which 
is  now  so  strongly  constituted,  was  a  shattered,  a 
disabled,  and  a  dishe^tened  fragment,  self -confessing 
their  own  inability  to  carry  on  the  King^s  government, 
and  announcing  the  impending  revolution.  Gentle- 
men, had  I  been  a  poHtical  adventurer,  I  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  join  the  Whigs;  but  conscientiously 
believing  that  their  policy  was  in  every  respect  per- 
nicious, I  felt  it  my  duty  to  oppose  them.  But  how 
were  they  to  be  opposed  7  Wh^e  were  the  elements 
for  a  party  to  keep  the  Government  in  check  and  to 
bring  together  the  old  constitutional  balance?  I 
thought  they  existed  in  the   Liberal   Tories  and  in 
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those  independent  Beformers  who  liad  been  returned 
to  Parliament  independently  of  the  Whigs.   I  laboured 
for  their  union,  and  I  am  proud  of  it.    Bemember  the 
Whig  policy.     They  had  a  packed  Parliament.     They 
had  altered  the  duration  of  Parliaments  once  before. 
.  .  •  I  wished  to  break  their  strength  by  frequent 
elections   and    frequent    appeals    to    a   misgoverned 
people.      Therefore,  I  advocated   the  recurrence  to 
those  triennial   Parliaments  ^hich  it  was  once  the 
proudest  boast  of  the  Tories  to  advocate.     I  wished  to 
give  the  country  gentlemen  a  chance  of  representing 
the  neighbouring  towns  where  they  are  esteemed,  in- 
stead of  the  nominees  of  a  sectarian  oligarchy.    There- 
fore I  proposed  the  adoption  of  the  ballot  in  the  only 
constituencies  willing  to  assume  it.    And  now  where  is 
my  inconsistency?     (Loud  cheers.)  .  .  .  The  mighty 
Whig  party,  which  had  consented  to  a  revolution  to 
gain  power,  fell  to  pieces.  .  .  .  Gentlemen,  the  object 
for  which  I  laboured  is   attained.      The  balance  of 
parties  is   restored;   and  now,   gentlemen,  I  do  not 
longer  advocate  the   measures   in    question,  merely 
because  they  are  no  longer  necessary.'^  * 

Let  us  briefly  examine  the  defence  Mr.  Disraeli  gives 
of  the  change  in  his  opinions.  It  was  necessary, 
he  said,  to  create  an  Opposition  to  fight  against  the 
then  all-powerful  Whigs ;  and  this  he  proposed  to  do 
by  producing  an  alliance  between  the  Badicals  and 
Liberal  Tories,  and  by  frequent  appeals  to  the  con- 
stituencies. 
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Firsts  let  us  remark  the  boldness  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
expedient.  Who  but  he  could  have  ever  thought  of 
bringing  together  the  representatives  of  Conservative 
counties  and  Badical  towns^  the  farmer's^  friends  and 
the  friends  of  the  working  man  ?  Who  but  he  could 
think  of  proposing  a  platform,  on  which  Lord 
Chandos  and  Joseph  Hume,  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
Daniel  CyConnell,  would  stand  side  by  side? 

And,  again,  what  was  the  object  of  this  alliance  ? 
In  whose  interest  was  it  proposed  ?  Not  in  that  of 
both  parties;  Mr.  Disraeli  does  not  venture  to  men- 
tion one  principle  which  united  both  parties.  Was 
it  in  the  interest  of  the  Radicals  ?  Then  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  tising  the  Tories  for  the  purposes  of  the  Radicals. 
In  the  interests  of  the  Tories  only  ?  Then  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  cheating  Mr.  Hume  into  playing  the  game  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel. 

As  might  be  expected  from  one  playing  such  a 
double  game,  Mr.  Disraeli  varied  his  plans  as  the 
fortunes  of  the  two  parties  rose  and  fell.  In  1832, 
the  Tories  were  "a  shattered,  a  disabled,  and  a  dis- 
hAurtened fragment;  '^  in  1832,  therefore,  the  Radicals 
were  playing  the  first,  and  the  Tories  only  the  second 
part,  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  programme.  "  He  was  objected 
to,*'  said  Mr.  Disraeli  on  the  hustings  at  Wycombe  in 
1832,  " .  .  •  .  because  of  his  alliance  with  the  Tories.'' 
The  "  Tories  had  tendered  him  their  support,  and,  if  they 
were  inclined  to  serve  the  purposes  of  the  people,  and 
help  them  to  obtain  their  object,  rvould  he,  as  a  friend 
of  the  people,  be  justified  in  rejecting  their  aidf^^ 
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Thus,  then,  the  Tories  are  used  simply  for  "the 
purposes  of  the  people,*' — ^that  is,  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Radicals. 

But  in  1835  the  Tories  had  completely  risen  from 
their  defeat,  and  had  once  more  become  a  great  party. 
Accordingly,  we  are  now  told  that  the  Badicals  were 
merely  used  to  "  serve  the  purposes  '*  of  the  Tories. 
"Gentlemen — ^The  object  for  which  I  laboured  is 
attained  ;  the  balance  of  parties  is  restored  " — that 
is,  the  Tories  are  once  more  strong;  "and  now, 
gentlemen,  I  do  no  longer  advocate  the  measures  in 
qtcestion,  simply  because  they  are  no  longer  necessary.'' 
What  does  this  mean,  but  that  the  cry  of  Triennial 
Parliaments  and  Vote  by  Ballot  was  put  forward 
merely  to  catch  the  Badical  vote  for  the  Tory  party; 
and  that  the  Tory  party,  having  once  more  become 
strong,  these  baits  were  "no  longer  necessary/' 
And  yet,  "with  matchless  impudence  of  face,''  Mr. 
Disraeli  winds  up  this  explanation  of  his  conduct 
by  confidently  asking — "Is  this  an  answer?  Is  this 
inconsistency  ?  " 

It  will  be  seen  that,  throughout  this  defence  of  his, 
Mr.  Disraeli  dexterously  manages  to  so  mark  the 
difference  between  a  Reformer  and  a  Whig  as  to 
suggest  that  a  man  might  be  a  Reformer  and  yet  not 
be  a  Liberal.  I  have  already  shown  the  reader  the 
falseness  of  this  position;  and,  as  my  narrative  pro- 
ceeds, I  shall  heap  proof  on  proof  that  Mr.  Disraeli, 
on  entering  public  life,  represented  himself  to  be  a 
Liberal.    At  this  stage,  it  is  sufficient  to  point  to  the 
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answer  wUcli  he  made  to  the  accnsatioD  that  he  had 
formerly  belonged  to  a  Liberal  club.  His  answer  was 
a  pointblank  denial  that  he  had  ever  belonged  to  that 
or  to  any  other  political  club  in  his  life.* 

Now,  this  controversy  as  to  whether  Mr.  Disraeli 
did  or  did  not  belong  to  the  Westminster  Club,  is 
one  to  which  the  reader  ought  to  pay  particular 
attention.  It  is  in  the  first  place  important  because 
of  the  character  of  that  club;  but  is,  perhaps,  still 
more  important  in  another  respect.  Here  is  a  distinct 
issue  of  fact,  upon  which  mistake  is  impossible ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  an  issue  which  decides  irrevocably  in 
favour  or  against  the  personal  veracity  of  the  persons 
engaged  in  it. 

The  "  Westminster  Elector  '*  who,  on  the  nrst  an- 
nouncement of  Mr.  Disraeli's  candidature  at  Taunton, 
in  the  Conservative  interest,  had  stated  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  a  Liberal,  and  a  member  of  the  West- 
minster Keform  Club,  immediately  after  the  Taunton 
speech,  returned  to  the  chaige.  And  then  he  told 
this  startling  story.  Mr.  Disraeli,  he  said,  was 
elected  a  member  on  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Henry 
Lytton  Bulwer,  M.P., — ^who  was  then,  and  remained 
ever  after,  a  Liberal, — ^being  seconded  by  Dr.  John 
Elmore,  '^one  of  the  most  honest  reformers  in  the 

*  "  I  haye  always  f oaght  the  battle  of  the  people  from  my  own 
resources,  and  am  not  indebted  to  any  other  person  for  a  single  farthing, 
and  I  will  fight  again  on  my  own  resources,  and  neither  that  club  nor 
any  other  has  ever  given  me  anything.  No,  gentlemen,  or  the  West- 
minster Reform  Club.  It  is  a  clab  I  never  heard  0%  and  I  never 
belonged  to  a  political  club  in  my  life.*' 
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kingdom/'  He  neglected,  however,  to  pay  his  sub-- 
scriptionj  but  at  last,  after  repeated  applications, 
sent  an  insolent  letter,  which  the  Westminster 
Elector  gives  textually.  Another  application  brought 
another  letter  from  Mr.  Disraeli,  •  which  contained 
his  fee,  and  a  request  that  his  name  should  be  with- 
drawn from  the  club.  This  letter  the  Westminster 
Elector  also  gives  textually.  The  committee  refused 
to  receive  a  subscription  from  one  who  did  not  intend 
to  make  use  of  the  club  :  Mr.  Disraeli's  cheque  was 
returned ;  •  and  so  his  connection  with  the  West- 
minster Reform  Club  ended. 

*  The  reader  wiU  probably  find  of  interest  the  entire  letter  from 
the  Westminster  Elector: — 

"  What  I8  He  ? 
"  To  the  Editor  of  the  Morning  Chronicle. 
"Sir, — Yonr  journal  of  to-day,  in  reporting  the  election  pro- 
ceedings at  Taunton,  on  Monday  last,  gives  me  to  understand  that 
Mr.  D' Israeli  solemnly  declared  *  upon  his  hvnour  *  that  he  never  had 
been  a  member  of  the  Westminster  Reform  Club.  This  unqualified 
assertion  is,  no-doubt,  a  startling  one  to  you,  after  the  information 
you  had  from  me  last  week ;  and  I  question  much  if  your  surprise 
at  it  will  in  any  way  cease  when  I  submit  to  you,  as  I  now  do,  the 
following  facts  and  documents.  On  the  2nd  of  July  last,  Mr. 
D'lsraeU  was  elected  a  member  of  the  Westminster  Reform  Club, 
having  been  proposed  by  his  friend  Henry  Lytton  Bulwer,  Esq., 
M.P.,  and  seconded  by  one  of  the  most  honest  reformers  in  the 
kingdom,  Dr.  John  Elmore.  This  election  was  intimated  to  him 
in  the  usual  way  by  the  Secretary  of  the  club,  with  a  request  to  pay 
his  entrance-money  and  subscription.  The  latter  ceremony,  however, 
he  neglected  to  do ;  and  after  repeated  applications  for  the  money, 
a  letter,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy,  was  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  club : — 

**  *  3,  Park  Street,  Grosvenor  Square,  Jan.  29. 
"  *  Sir, — Having  received  a  letter  from    you  this  morning,  ap- 
prising me  that  I  am  a  threatened  defaulter  in  the  matter  of  the 
Westminster  Club,  I  beg  to  inform  you  that  I  never  entered  the 
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The  reader  has  now  the  facts  on  both  sides  in  the 
epistolary  controversy  between  Mr.  Disraeli  and  the 
Westminster  Elector.  I  leave  him  to  form  his  own 
judgment. 

The  Taunton  candidature  not  only  drew  upon  Mr. 

waUB  of  the  clab-house  but  once,  and  that  was  with  the  intention 
of  paying  my  admission  fee  and  subscription.  On  that  occasion 
I  was  informed  that  the  Secretary  was  absent  in  Ireland ;  and  I 
freely  confess  to  yon  that  I  was  then  nnable  to  obtain  any  satisfac- 
tory eTidence  that  the  club  had  a  bond-fide  existence.  If,  however, 
I  baye  been  acting  nnder  a  misapprehension,  and  I  am  to  understand 
that  the  club  really  exists,  without  any  view  of  immediate  disso- 
Intion,  I  shall  be  happy  to  forward  the  cheque  which  you  require. 

"  *  I  am,  yours,  etc., 

" '  B.  D'ISRAELI.* 
"  80  wrote  Mr.  D'Israeli  on  the  29th  January,  in  reply  to  which 
he  was  informed  (but  without  reminding  him  that  he  had  frequented 
the  club,  employed  its  servants,  and  of  other  particulars  not  neces- 
sary here  to  mention),  that  the  club  not  only  was  in  existence,  but 
wiUi  certainty  of  success ;  the  consequence  of  which  was  that  on 
the  8th  March  he  wrote  the  following  letter  to  the  Secretary  : — 

**■  *  Sir, — I  enclose  you  a  draft  for  the  sum  you  require,  and  as 
my  engagements  have  not  permitted  me  to  avail  myself  of  the 
Westminster  Club,  I  shall  feel  obliged  by  your  doing  me  the  favour 
of  withdrawing  my  m^ne  from  the  list  of  the  members  of  the  society. 

**  *  I  am.  Sir,  yours,  etc., 

"  ♦  B.  D'Israeli.*  " 

The  cheque,  as  sent,  was  immediately  returned,  with  the  assurance 
that  if  it  did  not  suit  him  to  belong  to  the  club,  it  was  not  the 
wish  of  the  members  to  have  his  money.  Thus  the  matter  rests; 
and  contrasting  the  facts  now  set  forth  with  Mr.  D'lsraeU's  decla- 
ration at  Taunton,  it  will,  I  apprehend,  be  unnecessary  for  him  to 
write  another  pamphlet  to  prove  to  the  world  "  What  is  he  ? "  I  should 
add  that  the  Editor  of  the  Morning  Chronicle  alleges  himself  to  have 
seen  the  originals  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Disraeli  which  are  quoted  in  the 
Westminster  Elector's  letter.  Mr.  Fraser  Rae,  in  an  article  in  the 
Nineteenth  Century  (May  1878,  pp.  912 — 916)  gives  some  interesting 
particulars  with  regard  to  the  club,  in  addition  to  those  mentioned  by 
the  Westminster  Elector,  prefacing  his  revelations  by  the  statement 
that  *'their  anthei^ticity  is  beyond  question,  because  they  are  extracted 
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Disraeli  nnmberless  attacks  from  the  Liberal  press^* 
but  provoked  a  giant  in  inyective  to  an  ever-memorable 
reply. 

In  the  course  of  his  canvass,  Mr.  Disraeli  had  taken 
up  against  Mr.  Labonchere  the  favourite  charge  against 
the  Whig  Ministers  of  having  formed  an  alliance  with 
O'Connell.  In  doing  this,  he  was  imprudent  enough, 
as  I  have  already  said,  to  speak  of  the  Irish  tribune 
as  an  ^'incendiary''  and  a  '^ traitor.''  Apparently, 
he  soon  repented  of  his  language,  for  in  his  speech 
on  the  hustings,  as  has  been  seen,  he  endeavoured 

from  the  original  minute-book  of  its  proceeding^  which  is  now  before 
me"  (912).  Of  the  members  of  the  club,  only  three,  he  says,  now  sof* 
yiye— Mr.  Michael  Bass,  M.P.,  Mr.  Edmond  Beales,  M.A.,  and  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  He  shows  the  character  of  the  clab  by  giving  the 
names  of  its  founders,  among  whom  were  the  well-known  Alderman 
Wood,  Daniel  O'Connell,  and  Mr.  D.  W.  Harvey;  and  among  its 
members  were  Feargus  O'Connor,  Colonel  Perronet  Thompson,  and 
Joseph  Hume  (912).  He  then — still  quoting  from  the  minutes — 
confirms  the  statement  of  the  "  Westminster  Elector "  as  to  the 
circumstances  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  election  and  subsequent  with- 
drawal from  the  club  (913).  In  this  controversy,  particular  attention 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  dates.  It  was  on  the  8th  March  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  finally  withdrew  from  the  Westminster  Club;  the  speech 
denying  that  he  had  ever  belonged  to  it  was  made  on  April  17 — a 
little  more  than  a  month  after. 

♦  As  specimens,  I  give  two  quotations  : — 

"  The  learned  author  of  *  Vivian  Grey,' "  wrote  the  Morning  Chronicle 
(April  30, 1835),  commenting  on  the  letter  of  the  Westminster  Elector 
and  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech,  **  has  some  advantages  over  most  people,  for 
he  seems  to  have  succeeded  in  persuading  public  men,  of  principles 
the  most  opposite,  that  he  shared  their  opinions,  so  that  no  man 
knows  whether  his  knowledge  is  derived  from  private  confidence  or 
from  sources  accessible  to  all." 

"The  *  Vivian  Grey'  of  fiction,'*  wrote  the  Glohe  (May  2,  1885), 

**  is  now  the  *  Vivian  Grey  *  of  politics If  there  he  anything , 

says  Mr.  D'lsraeli,  in  his  speech  at  Taunton,  *  on  which  I  pique  myeelf, 
it  is  my  consistency,*     This  may,  perhaps,  be  deemed  conclusive. 
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to  partially  explain  his  langnage  away.*  It  is  quite 
possible,  then,  that  the  attack  on  (yConnell  was  not 
quite  so  yehement  as  was  at  first  thought;  or  that 
the  offensiyeness  of  the  form  in  which  the  attack  was 
clothed  was  due  to  the  loose-tongued  heat  of  electioneer- 
ing. I  omit  no  consideration  that  might  extenuate 
the  language  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech.  But  though  I 
make  every  allowance  that  is  fair,  or  even  conceivable, 
one  great  &ct  remains  :  Mr.  Disraeli  attacked  the  man 
under  whose  political  auspices  he  had  been  anxious 
to  enter  on  political  life,  three  years  before.  The 
reader  has  seen  the  letter  of  O'Connell  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  took  care  to  have  placarded  over  the  streets 
of  Wycombe  in  1832.  Was  it  honest — was  it  manly 
— ^was  it  decent  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  attack  the  writer  of 
that  letter  ?  The  castigation  which  his  offence  brought 
down  was  severe,  terribly  severe ;  but  any  compassion 
for  his  scourged  back  would  be  utterly  misplaced. 

People  are  apt  to  pique  themselves  on  that  which  they  possess  least. 
Besides,  Mr.  D'Israeli  here  seems  to  do  himself  less  than  justice. 
There  are  many  things  on  which  he  piques  himself  quite  as  justly — 
to  say  the  least — as  on  his  great  political  consistency.  He  piques 
himself  on  his  rings,  and  on  his  ringlets,  his  fashionable  airs,  and  his 
consummate — ^modesty  !  " 

*  "Perhaps  I  may  take  the  opportunity  of  explaining  to  that 
honourable  gentleman  who  seconded  my  opponent,  and  who  laid  so 
much  stress  on  the  observation  that  the  Whigs  had  seized  the  bloody 
hand  of  O'Gonnell.  Is  it  possible  that  so  elaborate  a  rhetorician  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  have  literally  supposed  that  Mr.  CConnell 
was  in  the  habit  of  going  to  the  House  of  Commons  with  his  hands 
reeking  with  gore,  or  that  the  Whig  Government  crawled  upon  their 
knees  to  embrace  it  ?  I  meant  they  had  formed  an  alliance  with  one 
whose  policy  was  hostile  to  the  preservation  of  the  country,  who 
threatens  us  with  the  dismemberment  of  the  empire,  which  cannot  take 
place  wiUioat  a  dvU  war." — Dortet  County  Chronicle,  April  30, 1835. 
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Before  giving  O'ConnelPs  reply,  it  is  well  to  notice 
a  letter  in  the  Morning  Chronicle  from  a  Mr.  D. 
Bonayne,  which,  recapitulating  the  terms  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  reported  to  have  applied  to  O'Connell,  expresses 
the  strong  opinion  that  Mr.  Disraeli  must  have  been 
misrepresented ;  "  because,"  writes  Mr.  Bonayne,  "  I 
can  scarcely  believe  it  possible  that  he  could  have 
applied  such  epithets  to  Mr.  O'Connell,  of  whom  he 
has  within  the  last  month  spoken  to  me  in  terms  of 
the  most  extravagant  admiration,  and  at  the  same 
time  requested  of  me  to  communicate  to  Mr.  (yConnell 
on  the  first  opportunity  his  kind  remembrances  to  him^ 
which  I  accordingly  did.'' 

If  Mr.  Ronayne  knew,  as  well  as  we  do  now,  in 
what  different  terms  Mr.  Disraeli  could  speak,  in 
December  at  Wycombe,  and  in  April  at  Taunton,  of 
such  momentous  questions  as  the  Irish  Church  and 
the  Irish  Tithes,  perhaps  he  would  never  have  found  it 
so  strange  that  he  should  thus  have  expressed  himself 
so  differently  within  a  short  space  with  regard  to 
O'Connell. 

And  now  for  the  speech  of  O'Connell.  It  was 
delivered  at  a  meeting  of  the  Trades  Unions  in 
Dublin.  He  began  by  making  allusion  to  the  many 
attacks  which  were  daily  made  on  him  by  English 
speakers  and  English  journals.     He  then  went  on  : — 

"  I  must  confess  there  is  one  of  the  late  attacks  on 
me  which  excited  in  my  mind  agreat  deal  of  astonish- 
ment. (Hear,  hear.)  It  is  this — the  attack  lately  made 
at  Taunton  by  Mr.  D'Israeli.    (Hear.)   In  the  annals  of 
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political  turpitude  there  is  not  anything  deserving  the 
name  of  blackguardism  to  equal  that  attack  upon  me. 
^Vhat  is  my  acquaintance  with  this  man  ?  ^^ 

And^  then,  O'Oonnell  proceeds  to  tell  the  story  of 
his  having  written  a  letter  of  recommendation  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  the  electors  of  Wycombe  in 
1832.  The  reader  has  seen  the  letter  in  the  preceding 
chapter,  on  Lord  Beaconsfield's  first  contest. 

'^What  is  my  acquaintance  with  this  man?'^  said 
(yConnell.  ''Just  this.  In  1831,  or  the  beginning 
of  1832,  the  borough  of  Wycombe  became  vacant. 
I  then  knew  him,  but  not  personally — I  knew  him 
merely  as  the  author  of  one  or  two  novels.  He 
got  an  introduction  to  me,  and  wrote  me  a  letter 
stating  that  I  was  a  Radical  reformer,  and  as  he 
was  also  a  Radical — (laughter) — and  was  going  to 
stand  upon  the  Radical  interest  for  the  borough  of 
Wycombe,  where  he  said  there  were  many  persons 
of  that  way  of  thinking  who  would  be  influenced 
by  my  opinion,  he  would  feel  obliged  by  receiving  a 
letter  from  me,  recommendatory  of  him  as  a  Radical. 
TTiH  letter  to  me  was  so  distinct  upon  the  subject,  that 
I  immediately  complied  with  the  request,  and  com- 
posed as  good  an  epistle  as  I  could  in  his  behalf. 
I  am  in  the  habit  of  letter-writing,  sir — (cheers  and 
'laughter) — and  Mr.  Disraeli  thought  this  letter  so 
valuable  that  he  not  only  took  the  autograph,  but 
had  it  printed  and  placarded.  It  was,  in  fact,  the 
ground  upon  which  he  canvassed  the  borough.  He 
was,  however,  defeated^  but  that  was  not  my  fault. 
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(Langhter.)  I  did  not  demand  gratitade  from  him, 
but  I  think  if  he  had  any  feeling  of  his  own  he 
would  conceive  I  had  done  him  a  civility  at  least,  if 
not  a  service,  which  ought  not  to  be  repaid  by  atrocity 
of  the  foulest  description.     (Hear,  hear.)  " 

Then  CyConnell  proceeds  to  trace  Mr.  Disraeli's 
C€ureer  through  some  of  the  windings  with  which  the 
reader  has  been  made  familiar,--*-how  he  started  as 
a  Badical  for  Marylebone,  and  how,  after  his  defeats 
as  a  Badical,  he  tried  the  game  of  Conservatism; 
and  then  (yConnell  went  on  :— 

''At  Taunton,  this  miscreant  had  the  audacity  to 
style  me  an  incendiary  !  Why,  I  was  a  greater  incen- 
diary in  1831  than  I  am  at  present,  if  I  ever  were 
one — (laughter) — and  if  I  am,  he  is  doubly  so  for 
having  employed  me.  (Cheers  and  laughter.)  Then  he 
calls  me  a  traitor.  My  answer  to  this  is — ^he  is  a  liar. 
(Cheers.)  He  is  a  liar  in  action  and  in  words.  His 
life  is  a  living  lie.  He  is  a  disgrace  to  his  species. 
What  state  of  society  must  that  be  that  could  tolerate 
such  a  creature — ^having  the  audacity  to  come  forward 
with  one  set  of  principles  at  one  time,  and  obtain  poU- 
tical  assistance  by  reason  of  those  principles,  and  at 
another  to  profess  diametrically  the  reverse  ?  His  life, 
I  say  again,  is  a  living  lie.  He  is  the  most  degraded 
of  his  species  and  kind ;  and  England  is  degraded  in 
tolerating  or  having  upon  the  fece  of  her  society  a 
miscreant  of  his  abominable,  foul,  and  atrocious  nature. 
(Cheers.)^' 

And,    finally,   there    came    that    terrible    allusion 
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to  Mr.  Disraeli^B  Hebrew  origin,  whicli  will  never  be 
forgotten  :— 

''  His  name  shows  he  is  by  descent  a  Jew 

Tliere  is  a  habit  of  underrating  that  great  nation— 

the  Jews I  have  the  happiness  of  being  ac- 

cpiainted  with  some  Jewish  families  in  London;  and 
among  them,  more  accomplished  ladies,  or  more 
humane,  cordial,  high-minded,  or  better-educated 
gentlemen,  I  have  never  met.  (Hear,  hear.)  It  will 
not  be  supposed,  therefore,  that  when  I  speak  of 
Disraeli  as  the  descendant  of  a  Jew,  that  I  mean  to 
tarnish  him  on  that  account.  They  were  once  the 
chosen  people  of  God.  There  were  miscreants 
amongst  them,  however,  also,  and  it  must  have  cer- 
tainly been  from  one  of  those  that  Disraeli  descended. 
(Boars  of  laughter.)  He  possesses  just  the  qualities 
of  the  impenitent  thief  who  died  upon  the  cross, 
whose  name,  I  verily  believe,  must  have  been  Disraeli. 
(Boars  of  laughter.)  For  aught  I  know,  the  present 
Disraeli  is  descended  from  him,  and  with  the  im- 
pression that  he  is,  I  now  forgive  the  heir-at-law  of 
the  blasphemous  thief  who  died  upon  the  cross. 
(Lond  cheers,  mingled  with  laughter.)^^ 

(yConnell's  attack  on  Mr.  Disraeli  found  its  way 
into  almost  every  newspaper  in  the  kingdom,  and — 
like  the  attacks  by  great  minds-^would,  even  if  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  then  died,  have  probably  secured  for  him 
an  immortality  of  infamy; 

Such  was  the  nature  of  the  assault ;  we  now  know 
enough  of  the  assailed  to  iudge  of  its  effect.     Inordi- 
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nately  vaia^  fatally  vindictive^  conscious  of  command* 
iug  powers,  and  yet  whipped  in  the  most  public 
pillory,  amid  the  derisive  laughter  and  applause  of  the 
world,  Mr.  Disraeli  must  have  passed,  at  this  period, 
through  a  paroxysm  of  rage,  humiliation,  and  despair. 
His  first  step  seems  to  show  that  his  fury  had  for 
the  moment  bereft  him  of  sense.  But,  before  telliug 
what  that  was,  a  brief  reference  is  necessary  to  another 
political  quarrel  in  which  O'Connell  was  at  this  time 
involved.  Lord  Alvanley  having  made  an  offensive 
allusion  to  O'Connell,  the  Irish  agitator  had  replied  by 
calling  the  noble  lord  "a  bloated  buffoon.''  Lord 
Alvanley  sent  O'Connell  a  challenge;  and,  not  satis- 
fied with  this,  and  before  O'Connell  had  time  to  reply, 
drew  up  a  requisition  to  Brooks's  Club,  of  which  he 
and  the  agitator  were  members,  demanding  O'Connell's 
expulsion.  A  challenge  to  O'Connell  was  a  very  safe 
display  of  valour.  In  1815,  he  had,  as  is  known, 
killed  in  a  duel  a  gentleman  named  D'Esterre.  This 
catastrophe  weighed  heavily  on  his  conscience,  for, 
whatever  were  his  faults,  he  was  imbued  with  a  deep 
and  sincere  sense  of  religion ;  and,  to  a  man  of  such  a 
character,  duelling  could  not  but  appear  a  great  crime. 
Accordingly,  shortly  after  D'Esterre's  death,  O'Connell 
made  a  public  vow  that  he  would  never  again  accept 
a  challenge.  O'Connell's  sons,  however,  were  not 
bound  by  the  vow  of  their  father,  and  one  of  them, 
Morgan  O'Connell,  determined  to  punish  Lord  Alvanley. 
He  wrote  a  challenge  to  his  father's  assailant;  the 
challenge  was  accepted,  and  a  meeting  took  place. 
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Morgan  O'Connell  fired  three, '  Lord  Alvanley  two 
shots;  *  but  neither  of  the  combatants  was  wounded. 
The  duel  between  Lord  Alvanley  and  Mr.  Morgan 
(yConnell  was  fought  on  May  4.  On  the  very  folloming 
day  Mr.  Disraeli  wrote  this  letter : — 

"  31a,  Park  Street,  Grosvenor  Square, 

"  Tuesday,  May  5th,  1836. 

"  Sr, — ^As  you  have  established  yourself  as  the  champion  of  your 
fitber,  I  baye  the  honour  to  request  your  notice  to  a  very  scur- 
Bkms  attack  which  your  father  has  made  upon  my  conduct  and 


Had  Mr.  O'Connell,  according  to  the  practice  observed  among 
len,  appealed  to  me  respecting  the  accuracy  of  the  reported 
expresBons  before  he  indulged  in  offensive  comments  upon  them, 
he  would,  if  be  can  be  influenced  by  a  sense  of  justice,  have  felt 
that  SQcli  comments  were  unnecessary.  He  has  not  thought  fit  to 
do  so,  and  he  leaves  me  no  alternative  but  to  request  that  you,  as 
his  son,  wiU  resume  your  vicarious  duties  of  yielding  satisfaction 
to  the  insults  which  your  father  has  too  long  lavished  with  impunity 
on  his  political  opponents. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  B.  D'lSRAELI. 

"  Morgan  O'Connell,  Esq.,  M.P." 

Mr.  Morgan  (yConnell  declined  this  challenge, 
explaining  that,  while  he  would  not  allow  other  people 
to  insult  his  &ther,  he  did  not  hold  himself  account- 
able for  what  his  &ther  might  do  to  other  people. 
He  had  challenged  Lord  Alvanley  because  he  "  con- 
ceived he  had  purposely  insulted^'  his  "father  by 
calling  a  meeting  at  Brooks^s  for  the  purpose  of 
expelling  him  from  the  club,  he  being  at  the  time 
absent  in  Ireland/' 

*  Lord  Alvanley  did,  not  understand  the  signal  the  first  time,  and 
joung  (yConnell  alone  fired* 
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And^  then^  Mr.  Morgan  O'Coxmell  proceeds  to  deny 
the  right  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  insult  him^*  and  requests 
Mr.  Disraeli^  accordingly^  to  withdraw  his  letter. 
Some  other  letters  passed,  the  effect  of  which  Was 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  undertook  to  write  a  letter  to 
Daniel  O'Connell,  in  the  hope  of  giving  the  son  a 
proper  ground  for  a  challenge.  "  I  shall  take  every 
opportunity/'  wrote  Mr.  Disraeli  to  Mr.  Morgan 
O'Connell,  "of  holding  your  father's  name  up  to 
public  contempt,  and  I  fervently  pray  that  you,  or 
some  of  his  blood,  may  attempt  to  avenge  the  un- 
extinguishable  hatred  with  which  I  shall  pursue  his 
existence.'* 

And  now  for  Mr.  Disraeli^s  letter  to  0'Connell.t 
"Although,''  it  begins,  "you  have  long  placed  your- 
self out  of  the  pale  of  civilization,  still  I  am  one 
who  will  not  be  insulted  even  by  a  yahoo  without 
chastising  it." 

Then,  recalling  the  duel  O'Connell's  son  had  fought 

♦  "  When  I  deny  your  right  to  call  on  me  in  the  present  instance,  I 
also  beg  leave  most  unequivocally  to  deny  your  right  to  address  any 
insulting  letter  to  me,  who  am  almost  personally  unknown  to  you, 
and  unconscious  of  ever  having  given  you  the  slightest  offence." 

t  The  following  quotations  from  the  journals  of  the  day  on  the 
controversy  between  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  O'Connell  will  be  read, 
perhaps,  with  interest : — 

(^Spectator,  May  9th,  1835.)  **  D'Israeli  'the  Younger*  has  done 
much  to  throw  ridicule  on  the  practice  of  duelling.  The  fury  into 
which  he  has  plunged,  because  nobody  thinks  it  worth  while  to  treat 
his  raving  with  anything  but  cool  contempt,  is  very  ridiculous.  How 
he  blusters  and  fumes  1  He  may  challenge  every  man  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  insult  every  member  of  the  United  Service  Club,  without 
the  least  danger  to  his  valuable  life.  If  any  one  should  gratify  Mr. 
D'Israeli  so  far  as  to  accept  a  challenge  from  him,  the  man  would  be 
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wiih  ''another  individtial  on  whom  you  had  dropped 
ymr  filih^^'  Mr.  Disraeli  goes  on  to  relate  his  failure 
to  induce  Mr.  Morgan  (VConnell  to  accept  a  similar 
dallexige.  He  next  complains  that  (yConnell  had 
founded  his  comments  on  a  '^  hasty  and  garbled 
report^''  and  then  he  replies  to  the  charge  of  having 
been  once  a  Badical  and  now  a  Tory.  His  answer  is 
die  same  as  that  he  gave  at  Taunton — ^that  he  was  the 
q^nent  of  the  Whigs  at  Wycombe  in  1832,  that  he 
was  still  their  opponent,  and  that,  therefore,  he  was 
quite  consistent:  failing,  however,  to  show  why  he 
advocated  all  the  Badical  cries  in  the  first  period,  and 

Kt  down  at  onoe  as  a  fit  inmate  for  a  madhouse.    As  a  lady  of  fashion 
voold  find  it  impossible  to  wear  a  dxess  of  the  same  pattern  as  that  of 
■a  alderman's  wife,  so  anj  person,  pretending  to  the  possession  of 
eommcm  sense,  would  blnsh  at  the  idea  of  sending  a  challenge 
•Iter  reading  Mr.  D'Israeli*s  last  epistle  to  Mr.  Morgan  O'Connell."— 
(^Mo^oior,  same  date.)    ''  Another  assailant  of  the  agitator  has  fared 
no  better.    Mr.  Benjamin  D*Israeli  chose  to  commence  a  war  of  abuse 
with  the  greatest  master  of  abuse  ;  and  then,  finding  himself  worsted, 
pRtends  that  he  is  an  injured  person.    He  reminds  us  of  the  puppy 
yelping  under  the  pain  of  a  kick  from  some  strong-limbed  horse,  at 
whoee  heels  he  had  been  snapping  and  snarling  for  miles.    He  has 
only  reoeiTed  his  deserts.    Assuredly  we  approve  not  of  the  coarse, 
vitnperatiTe  language  in  which  O'Connell  sometimes  indulges.    Our 
protest  against  this  practice,  on  the  score  of  policy  as  well  as  taste, 
stands  recorded,  but  it  is  too  much  to  expect  that  any  man  in  the  pos- 
session of  a  powerful  weapon  should  suffer  all  kinds  of  assaults  and  not 
use  it  in  self-defence.    This  Mr.  D'Israeli  too,  with  matchless  efiEron-  . 
tery,  accuses  0*Cronnell  of  injustice  in  assuming  the  correctness  of  a 
newspaper  r^>ort  of  his  Taunton  speech,  while  he  founds  a  long  letter 
ol  ritnperation  of  Q!C!onneU  on  the  faith  of  a  newspaper  report  of 
O'Connell's  Dublin  speech  !    It  is  difficult  to  believe  that  the  man 
can  be  in  his  right  senses.    D'Israeli  confesses  that  he — A«/— endea- 
Touied  to  make  a  tool  of  0*Ck)nnell,  and  obtain  his  assistance  under 
pretence  of  being  a  Badical,  while  all  the  time  he  had  made  up  his 
nnnd  to  tnm  Tory  again  as  soon  as  it  answered  his  purpose  I    Was 
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tad  dropped  all  these  same  cries  in  tbe  second  stage 
of  his  career.  Then  he  brings  against  O'Connell  this 
very  same  charge  of  inconsistency;  contending  that 
O'Gonnell's  abnse  of  the  Whigs  in  1832^  and  his 
alliance  with  them  in  1835,  were  irreconcileable — an 
argument  the  fallaciousness  of  which  I  have  already 
exposed;  and  finally,  the  letter  winds  up  with  this 
vigorous  passage : — 

'^  I  admire  your  scurrilous  allusion  to  my  origin.  It 
is  clear  that  the  '  hereditary  bondsman  ^  has  already 
forgotten  the  clank  of  his  fetters.     I  know  the  tactics 

there  ever  sach  an  tmblasbing  ayowal  of  political  profligacy  7  But 
Bffr.  D*  Israeli's  conduct  has  been  consistently  absurd  to  the  end. 
Because  Mr.  Morgan  O'Connell  had  called  Lord  Alvanley  to  account 
for  endeavouring  to  procure  his  father's  expulsion  from  Brooks's — 
because  the  son  claimed  satisfaction  on  behalf  of  the  father — therefore 
Mr.  D'Israeli  supposes  that  he  was  bound  to  give  him  satisfaction,  as 
if  he  had  the  same  claim  upon  the  son  of  Mr.  0'Ck>nnell  that  Mr. 
O'Connell  himself  has  1  Finding  that  Mr.  Morgan  O'Connell  will  not 
indulge  him,  this  pugnacious  gentleman  declares  that  he  intended  to 
insult  Mr.  O'Connell,  and  *  fervently  prays '  that  some  member  of  that 
gentleman's  family  *will  attempt  to  avenge'  the  ' unextinguishable 
hatred  voith  which  he  thall  pursue  his  existence*  And  yet  Mr. 
D 'Israeli  conceives  himself  to  be  possessed  of  an  astounding  faculty 
for  statesmanship,  and  talks  of  contending  with  the  most  powerful 
orator  and  versatile  politician  of  the  day  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Impudence  and  conceit  could  certainly  go  no  further  than 
this." — {True  Sun^  "yiay  6th,  1836.)  "  So  gross,  so  vulgar,  so  imper- 
.  tinent,  so  cowardly  an  epistle  never  came  from  the  hands  of  a  literary 
coxcomb  than  that  which  has  been  written  to  Mr.  Morgan  O'Connell 
by  the  adventurer  who  twice  brought  himself  to  market,  and  returned 
from  Taunton  and  Marylebone  with  the  halter  about  his  neck,  but  no 
money  for  his  owners.  It  may  be  one  of  the  curiosities  of  literature, 
— if  there  be  anything  curious  in  the  fact, — that  the  son  of  an  indus- 
trious bookmaker  should  prove  himself  both  profligate  and  absurd. 
Ambitious  of  newspaper  distinction,  beyond  that  which  his  own  insig- 
niflcance  could  confer  upon  him,  Mr.  D'Israeli  the  jounger  is  fain  <to 
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of  your  Cliupch — ^it  clamours  for  toleration,  ana  it 
labours  for  supremacy.  I  see  that  you  are  quite  pre- 
pared to  persecute.  With  regard  to  your  taunts  as  to 
my  want  of  success  in  my  election  contests,  permit 
me  to  remark  that  I  had  nothing  to  appeal  to  but  the 
good  sense  of  the  people.  No  threatening  skeletons 
canvassed  for  me.  A  death's-head  and  cross-bones  were 
not  blazoned  on  my  banners.  My  pecuniary  resources, 
too^  were  limited.  I  am  not  one  of  those  public  beggars 
that  we  see  swarming  with  their  obtrusive  boxes  in 


liaxig  up  bis  breeks  amang  men's  clotbes/  and  so  be  cballenges  Mr. 
Morgan  O'Connell  to  a  'vicarious  combat.*  .  .  .  ." 

The  following  verses,  tbougb  somewbat  doggrel,  give  a  picture  of 
the  ideas  of  the  time  with  regard  to  our  present  Premier.  They  are 
taken  from  a  set  of  verses,  headed  "  Portraits  from  a  Pistol  Gallery," 
which  appeared  in  the  Morning  Chronicle^  May  8, 1835  : — 

"  This  is  an  aathor,  the  first  of  our  day. 

Who  wrote  the  great  novel  of  *  Vivian  Grey,* 

And  another  grand  and  instructive  book. 

How  to  dine  and  drink  and  drees  like  a  duke ; 

Also  an  Epick  whose  sale's  at  zero. 

And  of  these  is  himself  the  hero. 

Though  the  Fates  won't  let  him  jost  now  he  glorions. 

He  at  least  contrives  to  be  ever  notorious — 

Sometimes  stealing  the  hearts  of  the  Blues 

In  velvet  trousers  and  crimson  shoes, 

With  jewels  and  chains  and  rings  from  Ransom, 

And  a  face,  oh  I  was  anything  ever  so  handsome? 

Sometimea  deigning  to  teach  mankind 

Such  times  require  one  master  mind 

To  control  this  world— 'mid  the  whirl  and  whiz 

Of  jarring  systems— such  mind  being  his. 

At  Taunton,  a  sealot  for  Lords  and  Throne, 

A  Republican  stout  in  St.  Mary-le-bone; 

Spouting  alternately  Archer  and  Scrub 

Pot  my  lady— and  the  Carlton  Club. 

Bntlol  at  a  few  withering  epithets  sore. 

And  to  live  in  the  newspapers  one  day  more— 

This  is  the  man 
Who  has  challenged  the  man 
Who  challenged  the  man 
Who  challenged  the  great  Agitator." 
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the  chapels  of  your  creed;  nor  am  I  in  possession  of 
a  princely  reyenne  arising  from  a  starving  race  of 
&natical  slaves.  Nevertheless^  I  have  a  deep  conviction 
that  the  hour  is  at  hand  when  I  shall  be  more  suc- 
cessful^ and  take  my  place  in  that  proud  assembly  of 
which  Mr.  O^Connell  avows  his  wish  to  be  no  longer  a 
member.  I  expect  to  be  a  representative  of  the  people 
before  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  We  shall  meet  at 
Philippi;  and  rest  assured  that^  confident  in  a  good 
cause,  and  in  some  energies  which  have  been  not 
altogether  unimproved,  I  will  seize  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  inflicting  upon  you  a  castigation  which  will 
make  you  at  the  same  time  remember  and  repent  the 
insults  that  you  have  lavished  upon 

"Benjamin  D^Israeli.*' 

O'Connell  and  Mr.  Disraeli  did  meet  at  Philippi. 
How  Mr.  Disraeli  attempted  to  inflict  the  promised 
castigation  on  the  Irish  agitator,  and  what  was  the 
result,  will  soon  be  seen. 


"3 


CHAPTER  VI. 


OTHER  CONTBOYERSIES. 


The  world  had  not  yet  ceased  to  laugh  at  O'Connell's 
unsparing  dissection  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  when  that 
gentleman  once  more  claimed  its  attention. 

More  useful,  after  all,  than  anj  gift  Nature  can 
bestow  upon  a  man,  is  the  gift  of  unfailing  self-conceit. 
The  man  so  blessed  comes,  in  his  opinion,  triumphantly 
out  of  every  argument — is,  in  his  own  eyes,  covered  with 
glory,  when,  in  the  eyes  of  others,  he  is  bespattered 
with  shame ;  imagines  himself  grossly  ill-treated,  when, 
in  the  opinion  of  all  others,  he  has  received  richly- 
deserved  punishment 

An  ordinary  man  would  have  felt  the  shame  and 
failure  which  fell  upon  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1835 
so  keenly,  as  to  desire  nothing  better  than  obscurity 
for  some  time  to  come.  But  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  not 
an  ordinary  man — Lord  Beaconsfield  possesses  the  gift 
of  unfailing  self-conceit. 

It  has  been  already  seen  that,  at  an  early  period  in 
his  career,  he  had,  by  some  means  or  other,  obtained 
the  friendship  of  Lord  Lyndhurst.     Mr.  Greville  has, 
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it  has  also  been  seen,  nnkindlj  suggested  that  the 
intimacy  was  due  to  that  feeling  which  is  said  to 
attract  black  sheep  to  black  sheep.  That  early  friend- 
ship of  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  certainly  one  of  the  most 
significant  and  most  canons  points  in  his  career. 
How  came  it  that  this  young  man,  the  son  of  a 
Jewish  litterateur^  made  himself  the  friend  of  a  Lord 
Chancellor,  a  great  political  chief?  How  many  pro- 
blems of  the  like  kind  are  we  not  called  upon  to  solve 
every  day  of  our  lives?  Why,  of  two  men  bom  in 
exactly  the  same  rank  of  life,  is  the  one  admitted 
to  good  society,  and  the  other  excluded  from  it? 
Examine  the  two  men,  and  you  often  find  that  the 
man  of  success  is  the  meaner  man  of  the  two — gifted 
with  less  intelligence,  poorer  in  heart,  lower  in  ideal, 
less  truthful  in  nature.  Can  it  be,  then,  that  social 
successes,  that  "big  friends" — Lord  Lyndhurst,  for 
example,—  are  obtained  by  mean  and  not  by  high 
qualities,  by  servility  and  "  cheek,"  by  an  over-estimate 
of  frivolous  aims,  and  a  careful  suppression  of  truth  as 
to  one's  real  position,  which  amounts  to  a  sxiggestio  falsi  ? 

One  is  often  set  a-thinking  on  such  questions  in 
studying  the  career  of  the  man  who  is  now  called  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield. 

"  Vindication  of  the  English  Constitution,  in  a  Letter 
to  a  Noble  and  Learned  Lord,  by  Disraeli  the  Younger" 
— such  is  the  title  of  the  work  with  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
challenged  public  attention  towards  the  end  of  1835. 
It  is,  indeed,  a  marvellous  production,  but  its  main 
characteristics  and   its   main   principles  are  of  a  kind 
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with  which  the  reader  has  already  been  made  familiar. 
My  quotations  from  this  work  shall,  therefore,  be  few 
and  brief;  and  the  first  shall  be  one,  which  has  little 
to  do  with  the  subject  of  the  letter,  but  is  illustrative 
of  the  personal  character  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  In 
proving  one  of  his  philosophic  propositions,  he  lugs  in 
a  story  about  a  Pasha  of  Egypt,  who  took  it  into  his 
head  that  representative  institutions  would  be  suitable 
to  his  kingdom. 

"  It  so  happened,"  writes  the  Vindicator  of  the  Con- 
stitution, 'Hhat  a  young  English  gentleman,  who  was 
on  his  travels,  was  at  this  period  resident  in  Cairo,  and 
as  he  had  more  than  once  had  the  good  fortune  in 
an  audience  of  engaging  the  attention  of  the  pacha,  by 
the  readiness  or  patience  of  his  replies,  his  Highness 
determined  to  do  the  young  Englishman  the  honour 
of  consulting  him."* 

The  pacha  unfolds  his  plan,  and  here  is  how  it  is 
met.  "The  surprise  of  our  countryman,  when  he 
received  the  communication  of  the  pacha,  was  not 
nnconsiderable ;  but  he  was  one  of  those  wlio  had  seen 
9f^fficient  of  the  world  never  to  he  astonished;  not  aito^ 
geiher  urUinctured  with  political  knowledge,  and  gifted 
with  that  philosophical  exemption  from  prejudice,  which 
is  one  of  the  most  certain  and  most  valuable  results  of 
extensive  travel*  Our  countryman  communicated  to 
the  Egyptian  ruler  xjoith  calmness  and  with  precision  the 
immediate  difficulties  that  occurred  to  him,  explained 
to  the  successor  of  the  Pharaohs  and  the  Ptolemies  that 

*  "Vindication,"  102-3. 
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the  political  institutions  of  England  had  been  the  gradual 
growth  of  ages,  and  that  there  is  no  political  function 
which  demands  a  finer  discipline  or  a  more  regulated 
preparation,  than  the  exercise  of  popular  sufirage."* 

"  God  is  great!"  said  Mehemet  Ali  to  the  traveller  ; 
"you  are  a  wise  man.  Allah!  Kerim,  but  you  spit 
pearls" — and  persists  in  his  plan.f 

Of  course  Lord  Beaconsfield  himself  is  the  hero  of 
this  interesting  little  story.  Even  in  a  treatise  on  a 
philosophic  subject^  the  restless  and  ever-present  vanity 
of  the  man  insists  on  his  introducing  his  own  personality 
with  a  flourish  of  trumpets  characteristically  loud  and 
unblushing. 

And  now  for  some  of  the  Vindicator  s  political  views. 
One  of  the  first  and  most  startling  is  a  denial  that  "  the 
Hotise  of  Commons  is  tlie  House  of  t/ie  People,  or  that  the 
members  of  the  House  of  Commmis  are  the  Representatives 
of  the  Peopled  % 

What,  then,  the  reader  will  naturally  ask,  is  the 
House  of  Commons?  "The  Commons  of  England," 
answers  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  form  an  Estate^  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Conmions  represent  that  Estate."  § 
And,  again,  we  are  told  that  that  Estate  "  consists  of 
a  very  limited  section  of  our  fellow-subjects,  invested 
for  the  general  advantage  of  the  commonwealth,  with 
certain  high  functions  and  noble  privileges."  || 

This  idea  of  the  nation  being  divided  into  estates 
is  one  for  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  has  shown  an 
abiding  love.  It  is  brought  forward,  not  only  in  the 
"Vindication/*  but  also  in  "Coningsby"  and  in  "Sybil," 

*/6Mi.  103-4.    ^IbidAOi'b,     t/6W.66.     %  Ibid,     |1 /«(i.66-7. 
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in  some  of  his  election  addresses,  and  in  many  of  his 
speeches  on  Parliamentary  Reform. 

And  now  for  Lord  Beaconsfield's  distinction  between 
the  Upper  and  Lower  Houses.  The  distinction  is  very 
small  indeed.  "  The  Commons^  for  their  own  conve^ 
nience,  meet  in  Parliament  hy  their  representatives ;  tlie 
Lords  J  from  their  limited  number,  meet  personally  *'  * 

This,  I  think,  is  quite  enough  of  this  part  of  the 
*'  Vindication."  I  don't  know  whether  a  man  "  spits 
pearls," — to  use  the  expression  Mr.  Disraeli  attributes 
to  the  Pacha  of  Egypt, — when  he  attacks  everybody 
whom  he  had  formerly  professed  to  love ;  but,  if  so, 
Mr.  Disraeli's  book  is  a  rope  of  pearls.  The  "  anti- 
constitutional  "  writers  are  denounced  in  almost  every 
page  of  this  work  of  1835;  although  in  1832  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  glad  to  receive  a  letter  of  recommendation 
from  the  political  representative  of  those  writers  in 
Parliament  Li  1832  Mr.  Disraeli  sought  the  aid  of 
O'Connell  as  well  as  that  of  Joseph  Hume.  In  this 
pamphlet    O'Connell   is   abused    in   the   most  violent 

language.f 

Li  1833,  Mr.  Disraeli  sought  the  representation  of 
Marylebone  on  what  were  considered  Radical  prin- 
ciples, and  in  1834  he  was  a  member  of  the  Westminster 
Reform  Club.  In  this  work  of  1835  he  speaks  of  "the 
kennel  orators  of  Westminster  and  Marylebone."  % 

♦  Ihid.  142. 

t  ''  Naj,  the  authorized  agitator  of  the  administration  itself  is  sent 
apon  a  provincial  tour  of  treason  ....  the  vagabond  and  over- 
rated rebel — ^vomiting  his  infamous  insolence  in  language  mean  as 
his  own  soul  r'— /Mci  141. 

X  Ihid.  U8. 
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But;  after  all,  these  things  are  meant  but  as  a  pre- 
lude to  Lord  Beaconsfield's  swelling  theme.  All  the 
parade  of  history  and  philosophy  are  but  an  intro- 
duction to  remarks  on  the  questions  which  then 
absorbed  the  attention  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  of 
the  two  English  parties.  The  "  Vindication  "  is  really- 
intended  to  be  an  indictment  of  the  Whig  party.  As 
is  not  unfrequentlj  the  case  with  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
his  anxiety  to  prove  his  theme  leads  him  into  state- 
ments which  are  directly  contrary  to  fact.  Thus 
in  page  139  of  "  The  Vindication "  we  are  told  : 
"The  Whigs,  under  George  the  First,  in  pursuance 
of  their  plan  of  reducing  the  English  monarch  to  the 
character  of  a  Venetian  Doge,  succeeded  in  carrying 
a  bill  through  the  Upper  House  to  deprive  the  King 
of  his  prerogative  of  creating  further  Peers,  and  thus  to 
convert  the  free  and  democratic  Peerage  of  England  into 
an  odious  oligarchy  of  exclusive  privilege  ;  but  the 
House  of  Commons,  led  hy  the  Tory  country  gentlemen^ 
rejected  the  proposition  with  becoming  decision." 

Now  here  is  a  statement  with  regard  to  one  of  the 
most  important  and  best-known  events  in  our  par- 
liamentary history.  It  is  a  point,  then,  upon  which 
no  English  political  writer  ought  to  make  a  mistake. 
Any  inaccuracy  he  may  commit  is  the  result  of 
deliberate  misstatement,  or  of  shameful  and  inex- 
cusable ignorance.  What,  then,  are  we  to  think  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  when  we  find  that  his  whole  story 
is  inaccurate  from  beginning  to  end  ? 

Lord  Beaconsfield  alludes  to  the  Peerage  Bill  brought 
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in  by  Lord  Sunderland.  The  object  of  that  Bill  cer- 
tainly was  to  limit  the  King's  power  of  creating  peers; 
and  it  may  be  contended  that,  as  Lord  Sunderland  was 
the  head  of  a  Whig  Government,  the  Whig  party  share 
with  him  the  responsibility  of  the  measure.  That  does 
not  at  all  follow.  The  Minister  of  a  party  may,  and 
often  has,  brought  in  a  measure  which  his  own  party 
condemn,  and  Ministers  have,  we  all  know,  often  for 
this  reason  been  driven  from  office  by  the  votes  of 
their  own  friends.  Will  it  be  contended  that  when 
a  party  proves  the  sincerity  of  its  dislike  to  a  measure 
by  actually  throwing  out  of  office  the  Ministry  of  its 
own  friends,  it  does  not  purge  itself  absolutely  of  all 
responsibility  for  the  measure?  The  Whig  party  in 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  turn  out  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Sunderland,  but  it  gave  it  a  severe  check. 
I  appeal  to  a  Tory  historian,  the  late  Lord  Stanhope, 
as  to  whom  the  credit  of  defeating  the  Peerage  Bill 
belongs.  "  But  by  far  the  most  splendid  speech,"  he 
writes,  "  on  that  occasion  was  that  of  Walpole,  and  it 
may,  in  fact,  be  doubted  if  any  harangue  of  so  much 
eloquence  and  effect  had  ever  yet  been  delivered  in 
the  House  of  Commons.* 

In  another  passage  the  same  Tory  historian  tells  us 
that  the  Whigs,  having  been  at  first  inclined  to  favour 
the  bill,  gradually  came  to  Walpole's  "  opinions,  and  at 
length  agreed  to  act  with  him  in  a  body^  t 

And  again,  we  are  told  that  ^'  on  the  danger  to  the 

♦  History  of  England,  i.  645. 
t  lUd,  L  644. 
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constitution  and  to  freedom  he  "  (Walpole)  **  enlarged 
witli  all  the  eloquence  of  truth."  ♦ 

"  If  it  be  asked/'  says  Lord  Stanhope  elsewhere, t — 
^^  if  it  be  asked  on  whom  the  blame  of  having  planned 
it  should  mainly  rest,  it  will  be  found  stated  by  most 
of  the  later  writers,  such  as  Coxe,  that  the  measure 
was  projected  by  Lord  Sunderland.  K  we  next  inquire 
to  whom  the  praise  of  defeating  this  measure  is  most 
due,  there  can,  I  think,  be  no  doubt  that  it  belongs  almost 
solely  and  exclusively  to  Walpole." 

The  Whigs  were  at  this  time  in  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  "WHiigs,  Lord  Stanhope 
tells  us — at  least,  so  many  of  them  as  followed  Sir 
Robert  Walpole's  guidance — voted  against  the  Bill  "  in 
a  body."  What,  then,  can  be  more  opposite  to  the 
truth  than  to  attribute  the  defeat  of  the  measure  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  the  Tories  ?  Yet,  according 
to  Mr.  Disraeli,  **  the  House  of  Commons,  led  by  the 
Tory  country  gentlemen^  rejected  the  bill  with  becoming 
decision." 

It  is  not  surprising,  after  this,  to  find  George  III. 
described  as  a  man  "  of  clear  sense "  and  "  strong 
spirit;"  Mr.  Pitt  as  a  "democratic  minister,"  and  the 
Tory  as  "  the  national  party."  J 

A  very  amusing  part  of  **  The  Vindication  "  is  a 
digression,  in  which,  while  professing  to  give  a  sketch 
of  Bolingbroke,  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  reality  presents 
us  with  a  sketch  of  himself  It  will  be  not  uninterest- 
ing to  follow  Lord  Beaconsfield  for  a  moment  or  two 

♦  Ihld.  I  646.        t  I^^'  i.  542.        %  «  Vindication,"  173. 
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in  his  remarks  under  this  head.  He  begins  with  the 
statement  that  "in  the  early  part  of  the  last  century, 
the  Tory  party  required  a  similar  re-organization  to 
that  which  it  has  lately  undergone  ;  and/'  goes  on  the 
Vindicator,  "as  it  is  in  the  nature  of  human  affairs 
that  the  individual  that  is  required  shall  not  long  be 
wanting,  so  in  the  season  of  which  I  am  treating,  arose 
a  man  remarkable  in  an  illustrious  age,  who,  with  the 
splendour  of  an  organizing  genius,  settled  the  confused 
and  discordant  materials  of  English  faction,  and  re- 
duced them  into  a  clear  and  systematic  order.  This 
was  Lord  Bolingbroke.  Gifted  with  that  fiery  imagina- 
tion, the  teeming  fertility  of  whose  inventive  resources 
is  as  necessary  to  a  great  statesman  or  a  great  general, 
as  to  a  great  poet,  the  ablest  writer  and  the  most 
accomplished  orator  of  his  age,  that  rare  union  that  in 
a  country  of  free  Parliaments  and  a  free  press,  insures 
to  its  possessor  the  privilege  of  exercising  a  constant 
influence  over  the  mind  of  his  country,  that  rare  union 
that  has  rendered  Burke  so  memorable  ;  blending  with 
that  intuitive  knowledge  of  his  race  which  creative 
minds  alone  enjoy,  all  the  wisdom  that  can  be  derived 
from  literature,  and  a  comprehensive  experience  of 
human  affairs — no  one  was  better  qualified  to  be  the 
minister  of  a  free  and  powerful  nation  than  Henry 
St.  John;  and  Destiny  at  first  appeared  to  combine 
with  Nature  in  the  elevation  of  his  fortunes."  * 

The  reader  will  not  have  failed  to  notice  the  strong 
likeness  which   Lord   Beaconsfield    perceives   between 

♦  /6id.  185-6. 
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Bolingbroke  and  himself.  They  are  both  men  of 
"  organizing  genius,"  and  of  "  fiery  imagination,"  and 
Bolingbroke,. like  Lord  Beaconsfield,  was  as  ready  with 
his  pen  as  with  his  tongue.  But  the  likeness  grows 
even  stronger  as  the  history  proceeds.  Bolingbroke 
was  "opposed  to  the  Whigs  from  principle,  for  an 
oligarchy  is  hostile  to  genius^  He  recoiled  "  from  the 
Tory  tenets,  which  his  unprejudiced  and  vigorous  mind 
taught  him  at  the  same  time  to  dread  and  to  condemn ;" 
and  the  result  was  that  "  at  the  outset  of  his  career  " 
he  "incurred  the  commonplace  imputation  of  insin- 
cerity and  inconsistency."  *  How  like  was  the  fate  of 
the  candidate  alternately  for  Wycombe  and  Taunton, 
and  as  a  Radical  in  the  one  and  a  Tory  in  the  other 
place. 

•  "  It  is  probable,"  continues  Lord  Beaconsfield,  "  that 
in  the  earlier  years  of  his  career  he  meditated  over 
the  formation  of  a  new  party — that  dream  of  youthful 
ambition  in  a  perplexed  and  discordant  age ;"  the  same 
dream,  in  fact,  as  Lord  Beaconsfield  himself  had  when 
he  returned  from  Jerusalem  in  1832  to  save  England. 
"  More  experienced  in  political  life,"  Lord  Bolingbroke 
"discovered  that  he  had  only  to  choose  between  the 
Whigs  and  the  Tories;"  just  as  Lord  Beaconsfield 
ceased  in  1834  to  be  "  mighty  impartial,"  fearing  that 
the  Badical  card  would  not  turn  up  trumps. 

Mark  what  follows :  it  would  almost  look  as  if  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  the  gift  of  second  sight, — was  able  at 
this  early  stage  to  forecast  his  own  career: — 

♦  lh\d.  186-7. 
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"  From  the  nunnent  tliat  Lord  Bolingbroke,  in  becoming 
a  Toryy  embraced  the  national  cause,  he  devoted  himself 
absolutely  to  his  party:  all  the  energies  of  his  Protean 
mind  were  lavished  in  their  service ;  ....  his  inspiring 
pen  ....  eradicated  fr&m  Toryism  all  those  absurd  and 
odious  doctrines  which  Toryism,  had  adventitiously  adopted, 
clearly  developed  its  essential  and  permanent  character, 
discarded  jure  divino,  demolished  passive  obedience,  threw 
to  the  winds  the  doctrine  of  non-resistance,  placed  the 
abolition  of  James  and  the  accession  of  George  on  their 
rigid  basis  and,  in  the  complete  re-organization  of  the 
public  mind  laid  the  foundation  for  the  future  accession 
of  the  Tory  party  to  power,  and  to  that  popular  and 
triumphant  career  which  must  ever  await  the  policy  of 
an  administration  inspired  by  the  spirit  of  our  free  and 
ancient  institutions.'^'*  * 

So  the  cat  is  out  of  the  bag — at  last !  We  now  know 
the  secret  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  admiration  for  Bolingbroke. 
Bolingbroke  ^^  eradicated  all  those  absurd  and  odious 
doctrines"  which  make  Toryism  ridiculous;  "discarded" 
its  first  and  chief  dogma ;  "  threw  to  the  winds "  the 
rest,  and  so  "  laid  the  foundation "  for  "  the  accession 
of"  the  Tory  party  to  power.  To  sum  up,  Mr.  Disraeli 
admires  Lord  Bolingbroke  because,  being  a  Tory  leader, 
he  induced  the  Tory  party  to  abandon  every  single  Tory 
principle,  and  so  brought  it  to  power. 

Now  I  believe  that  the  principle  of  party  obligation 
laid  down  as  worthy  of  imitation  in  this  panegyric  of 
Bolingbroke   is   utterly  false,      nallam   tells   us   that 

♦  Itnd.  187-8. 
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Lord  Bolingbroke's  "  Dissertations  on  Parties,"  and 
"  Letters  on  the  History  of  England/'  are  written  on 
Whig  principles ;  and  Lord  Beaconsfield  expresses 
precisely  the  same  opinion,  though  his  language  is 
not  quite  so  frank.  And  the  result  of  this  adoption 
of  Whig  principles  by  the  Tory  party  was  their  advent 
to  power. 

Is  Lord  Beaconsfield  right  in  contending  that  such 
a  line  of  conduct  in  the  Tory  party  is  worthy  of 
praise  ? 

The  question  of  parly  obligation,  however  it  may 
have  been  complicated  by  party  and  personal  dis- 
honesty, and  other  circumstances,  is  essentially  a  simple 
question. 

First,  what  is  meant  by  the  advent  of  a  party  to 
"power"  under  a  representative  Government?  Does 
it  not  mean  that  the  nation  has  decided  to  give  the 
party  an  opportunity  of  putting  its  principles  into  the 
form  of  legislation? 

Again  :  is  not  " power"  a  pleasant  possession  ?  And 
must  it  not  be  regarded  as  a  reward  for  political 
success  ? 

If  this  be  the  proper  view  of  "power,"  a  Tory 
Ministry  has  no  right  to  carry  Liberal  measures,  nor 
a  Liberal  Ministry  to  carry  Tory  measures. 

But  Ministers  have  frequently  acted  on  a  different 
principle  in  the  history  of  this  country,  and  their 
conduct  has  found  many  defenders.  It  is  said,  for 
instance,  that  a  Tory  or  Liberal  Minister  may  have 
changed  his  mind,  and  have  come  honestly  to  believe 
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that  the  measure  he  formerly  denounced  as  ruinous 
to  the  State,  will  really  be  most  beneficial.  In  that 
case,  an  honest  Minister  should  surrender  his  post. 
The  man  who  had  fought  and  won  the  battle  should 
also  wear  the  crown.  Statesmen  who  complain  of 
their  sad  fate  in  being  compelled  to  retain  power  by 
passing  measures  they  had  once  opposed,  appear  to  me 
to  be  talking  in  the  language  of  canting  hypocrisy. 

But  these  are  not  the  views  which  Lord  Beaconsfield 
expresses  on  party  obligations  in  his  "Vindication." 
And  he  is  not  satisfied  with  excusing  abandonment  of 
principle  by  the  Tories  in  the  eighteenth  century,  and 
by  Lord  Bolingbroke.  He  equally  admires  the 
abandonment  of  principle  by  the  Tories  of  the  nine- 
teenth century,  and  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.  ^'  If,"  he 
writes  in  the  "  Vindication,"  *  "  in  confirmation  of 
the  argument  which  I  have  been  pursuing,  I  appeal 
to  the  measures  brought  forward  by  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  the  Cabinet,  in  which  your  Lordship  held  the 
Great  Seal  of  England,  as  evidence  that  the  Tories 
are  not  opposed  to  measures  of  political  amelioration, 
/  ihall  perhaps  he  met  with  that  famous  dilemmu 
of  insincerity  or  apostasy  which  was  urged  during  the 
last  general  election  on  the  Whig  hustings,  with  an 
air  of  irrefutable  triumph,  which,  had  it  been  better 
grounded,  had  been  less  amusing.  /  vyill  grant  that  Sir 
Robert  Peel  and  his  colleagues  had  previously  resisted 
the  measures  which  they  then  proposed.  But,  in  the 
interval,  the  third  estate  of  the  realm  had  been  recon- 

♦  199-200. 
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structed,  and  preponderating  influence  had  been  given 
to  a  small  class  vaho  would  not  support  any  ARnistry 
unprepared  to  carry  such  measures.  If  once  the  Tories 
admitted  that  it  uxis  impossible  for  them  to  propose  the 
adoption  of  these  measures,  they  simultaneously  admitted 
that  they  could  never  again  exercise  power ;  they  conceded 
to  the  Whigs  a  monopoly  of  power,  under  the  specious 
title  of  a  monopoly  of  Reform  ;  and  the  oligarchy  against 
which  we  had  so  long  straggled,  would  finally  have 
been  established.  Was  this  the  duty  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  his  colleagues  f  " 

The  reader  will  find,  before  long,  that  on  abso- 
lutely the  same  question  raised  in  these  sentences, 
Lord  Beaconsfield  pronounces  a  diametrically  opposite 
opinion ;  that  he  condemns  the  same  man  whom  he 
here  approves,  for  precisely  similar  conduct ;  and  that, 
of  all  voices,  his  was  the  loudest  in  shouting  the 
"  famous  dilemma  of  insincerity  or  apostasy." 

"  The  Vindication "  brought  Mr.  Disraeli  into  a 
new  quarrel. 

The  Globe  published  in  its  issue  of  Christmas 
Day,  1835,  a  very  caustic  review  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
essay.  -  In  this  review  the  absurdities  of  the  work 
were  exposed,  and,  in  addition,  allusions  by  no  means 
complimentary  were  made  to  the  political  incon- 
sistencies of  the  writer's  own  career.  "  It  may  be 
within  the  recollection,"  writes  the  Globe,  "  of  a  few 
of  those  by  whom  the  actions  of  the  eminent  men 
of  this  nether  world  are  observed,  that  not  many 
months  ago  Mr.  Disraeli  professed   himself  to  be  an 


( >  THKR    ( ■(  'XTKO I  I-.Ky  11. : .  1:7 

out-and-out  democrat,  and  held  Radicalism  as  an  almost 
perfect  embodiment  of  the  democratic  principal,  to 
Whiggism  and  Toryism  alike  abhorrent.  Imbued  with 
these  opinions,  and  influenced  no  doubt  by  patriotism 
of  the  purest  water,  the  democrat  beseeched  Mr. 
O'Connell  to  permit  him  the  '  high  honour ' — such  was 
the  phrase — ^  of  becoming  a  part  of  his  tail.' " 

"  Now,"  continues  the  Glohe^  "  in  his  hunt  after  the 
residence  of  the  true  democratic  principle,  Mr.  Disraeli 
has  somehow  or  other  stumbled  upon  Lord  Lyndhurst. 
What  he  wards  from  the  learned  ex-Chancellor  we  do 
not  take  upon  us  to  say.  But  here  is  a  letter  of  two 
hundred  pages,  or  thereabouts,  addressed  to  the  noble 
lord  for  the  express  purpose  of  proving,  not  merely 
that  the  author  is  still  a  thorough  democrat,  but  that 
democracy  is  the  genuine  and  essential  principle  of 
Toryism  itself!  ....  Disraeli's  asking  a  seat  in  Par- 
liament from  O'Connell,  and  Disraeli  suing  for  the 
favour  of  Lord  Lyndhurst  are  identical — the  democratic 
principle  is  the  impelling  power,  nothing  else." 

And  then  the  Globe  entered  into  a  criticism  of  the 
"Vindication"  itself. 

It  is  not  usually  considered  dignified  in  an  author 
to  answer  a  review  of  his  work.  The  only  case  in 
which  he  is  permitted  by  strict  Uterary  etiquette  to  do 
so,  is  when  the  review  is  either  extraordinarily  violent, 
or  grossly  incorrect  in  its  statement  of  fact. 

Bnt  in  the  sentences  just  quoted  from  the  review 
in  the  Globe  there  is  no  great  bitterness,  and  the 
statements  are  correct.      No  ordinary  author  would, 
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therefore,  have  felt  himself  justified  in  making  a 
reply. 

But  Mr.  Disraeli  did  not  feel  himself  bound  to  act 
with  the  dignity  or  reserve  which  is  expected  from 
other  men.  Partly  from  his  restless  vanity,  and 
partly  from  calculation,  he  scarcely  ever  allowed  an 
allusion  to  him  to  pass  unnoticed.  That  was  part  of 
his  plan  of  always  keeping  himself  before  the  public 
eye. 

The  very  evening  the  review  appeared,  Mr.  Disraeli 
wrote  a  reply,  which  was  addressed  to  the  editor  of  the 
Glohe,  "  Your  assertions,"  wrote  Mr.  Disraeli  in  one 
paragraph  of  his  letter,  "  that  I  applied  to  O'Connell  to 
return  me  to  Parliament,  and  that  he  treated  that  ap- 
plication with  irreverent  and  undisguised  contempt, 
are  quite  untrue.  I  never  made  any  application  to  Mr. 
O'Connell  to  return  me  to  Parliament ;  and  the  only 
time  I  ever  met  Mr.  O'Connell,  which  was  in  society,  he 
treated  me  with  a  courtesy  which  I  trust  I  returned." 

In  reply,  the  Glohe  said  it  had  dealt  with  this 
passage  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  career,  "  months  ago,  without 
contradiction."  Still,  although  its  "  tenderness  towards 
volatile  insects  disinclines"  it  "to  break  a  butterfly 
on  a  wheel  oftener  than  necessary,"  it  will  take  up 
Mr.  Disraeli's  challenge.  Accordingly,  in  its  issue  of 
December  28,  it  published  that  speech  of  O'Conneirs  in 
reply  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  attack  at  Taunton,  which  the 
reader  has  already  seen. 

The  repetition  of  O'Connell's  terrible  sneer  at  his 
nationality  provoked  Mr.  Disraeli  into  one  of  those  fits 
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of  almost  insane  abuse  which  were  characteristic  of  his 
early  days.  He  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Times^'*  which 
is  one  of  the  most  abusive  productions  ever  written. 
The  writer  in  the  Olobe  is  described  as  a  "  thing " 
who  ^  concocts  "  "  meagre  sentences,"  and  "  drivels  out" 
**  riieumy  rhetoric"  "  I  will  not  say  with  Macbeth," 
writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  '^  that  I  shall  ^fall  by  none  of  woman 
bom,'  but  this  I  will  declare,  that  the  Whig  Samson 
diall  never  silence  me  by  ^  the  jaw  of  an  ass.'  " 

Mr.  Disraeli  goes  on  to  declare  that  ^^  every  letter  of 
every  syllable  of  the  paragraph  quoted  in  its"  (the 
Globe^s)  ^^  columns  from  Mr.  O'Connell's  speech  is  an 
unadulterated  falsehood,  from  my  novels,  which  the  de 
facto  member  for  Dublin  learnedly  informs  us  are  styled 
the  ^  Curiosities  of  Literature,'  f  to  his  letter  to  me, 
which  was  ntoer  written^  and  which  he  assures  me  was 
liihographed  throughout  WycombeJ^ 

This  marvellous  statement  will  certainly  cause  the 
jpeader,  who  has  seen  the  previous  chapters,  to  open  his 
eyes  very  widely  indeed.  The  letter  of  O'Connell  has 
been  given  in  an  early  chapter.):  While  the  writer,  it 
wiU  be  remembered,  stated  that  he  had  no  personal 
acquaintance  at  Wycombe,  he  at  the  same  time  expressed 
the  utmost  confidence  in  the  sincerity  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
attachment  to  Reform^  admiration  of  his  abilities,  and 

♦  Dec.  81, 1836. 

t  0*Coxmell,  according  to  the  report  of  his  speech  quoted  in  the 
Glohe,  made  this  mistake,  confounding  the  works  of  tiie  elder  and 
younger  Disraeli.  No  such  error  occurs  in  the  speech  as  given  in  the 
report  quoted  ante, 

X  See  tmU,  48-9. 
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an  earnest  desire  for  his  success.  How,  then,  can  Mr. 
Disraeli  assert  that  "  every  letter  of  every  syllable  "  in 
the  Globes  quotation  from  O'Connell's  speech  is  " an 
unadulterated  falsehood  "  ? 

Here  is  the  explanation  he  gives  in  a  subsequent  part 
of  his  letter.  *^  Our  contest  at  Wycombe  was  a  very 
warm  one  ;  every  vote  was  an  object.  A  friend  of  mine, 
interested  in  my  success,  knowing  that  I  was  supported  by 
that  portion  of  tlie  constituents  styled  Radicals,  applied  to 
Mr.  G*Connell  and  Mr.  Hume,  with  whom  he  was  inti- 
mately acquainted,  to  know  whether  they  had  any  irfluence 
in  Wycombe,  and  requested  them  to  exercise  it  in  my 
favour.  They  had  none ;  arid  they  expressed  their  regret 
in  letters  to  that  gentleman,  who  forwarded  them  to  me 
at  Wycombe;  and  my  committee,  consisting  of  so  many 
Tories  and  Radicals,  printed  them,.  This  is  the  history 
of  my  connection  with  Mr.  O  ConnelV^ 

Compare  this  denial  with  the  preface  to  the  denial. 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  satisfied  with  saying  that  Mr. 
O'Connell's  account  contained  many  inaccuracies,  or 
even  with  saying  that,  while  a  small  portion  of  it  was 
correct,  the  greater  portion  of  it  was  grossly  incorrect. 
No  :  "  Every  letter  of  every  syllable  "  in  Mr.  O'Connell's 
account  was  *'an  unadulterated  falsehood."  Nothing 
less  than  this  would  satisfy  the  calumniated  Mr.  Disraeli. 
Yet  does  not  his  own  account  show  the  substantial 
accuracy  of  Mr.  O'Connell's  statement? 

O'Connell  makes  three  assertions :  (1)  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
applied  to  him  for  a  letter ;  (2)  that  Mr.  Disraeli  applied 
as  a  Radical  reformer  ;  and  (3)  that  the  letter  written 
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in  obedience  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  request  was  placarded  in 
his  interest  over  Wycombe. 

Mr.  Disraeli,  beginning  with  the  statement  that 
'^  every  letter  of  every  syllable  *'  in  this  account  is  "  an 
unadulterated  falsehood/'  ends  by  making  three  admis- 
sions. He  admits  (1)  that  a  friend  of  his  applied  to 
O'Connell  for  a  recommendation  to  Wycombe ;  (2)  that 
his  friend  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  some  of  the 
Wycombe  Radicals;  and  (3)  that  his  committee  had 
O'Connell's  letter,  given  in  obedience  to  this  request, 
placarded  over  Wycombe.  Compare  the  three  admis- 
sions of  Mr.  Disraeli  and  the  three  statements  of 
O'Connell :  do  they  not  tell  practically  the  very  same 
tale? 

"  Even  had  it  been,"  Mr.  Disraeli  goes  on,  "  in  the 
power  of  Mr.  O'Connell  and  Mr.  Hume  to  have  inter- 
posed in  my  favour  at  Wycombe,  my  political  allegiance 
would  not  have  been  the  expected  consequence  of  their 
assistance.  Those  gentlemen  would  have  aided  ma 
from  the  principles  I  professed  and  the  measures  I 
advocated  in  my  address,  and  with  a  perfect  acquaint- 
ance of  the  political  position  I  had  assumed.  They 
knew — at  least  one  of  them — that  I  had  declined  a 
distinct  recommendation  to  another  constituency,  where 
my  return  would  have  been  secure*  because  I  avowed 
my  resolution  to  enter  the  House  of  Commons  un- 

♦  The  reader  will  have  learned  too  well  by  this  time  to  take  Mr. 
Disraeli's  aBsertioiia  cum  grano  salis,  to  attach  complete  belief  to  this 
bold  statement.  If  Mr.  Disraeli  could  have  been  returned  so  early  as 
1S32,  why  was  he  unable  to  gain  an  entrance  to  Parliament  until 
1837,  and  until  he  had  been  four  times  defeated  ? 
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shackled.  They  were  perfedly  ccware  that  the  Tory  party 
supported  me  in  the  boroughj  because  some  members  of 
t/ie  Ministry,  panting  and  pale,  had  aettially  knocked  them 
up  one  night  to  request  them  to  exert  their  influence  against 
me  on  that  score,  and  they  were  well  apprised  that  if  I  was 
returned  I  should  offer  a  hostility^  without  exception,  to 
every  measure  proposed  by  the  Government" 

Let  us  examine  these  statements*  with  regard  to  the 
terms  on  which  Hume  and  O'Connell  gave  him  their 
support.  They  gave  that  support^  Mr.  Disraeli  asserts^ 
in  the  full  knowledge  ihat  he  was  hostile  to  the  Whigs, 
and  that  he  was  supported  by  the  Toriea  And^  in  proof 
of  this  statement,  he  relates  or  invents  a  story  of  their 
having  been  knocked  up  one  night  by  "  some  members 
of  the  Ministry,  panting  and  pale,"  in  order  that  they 
might  withdraw  their  support 

But  see  how  utterly  dishonest  Mr.  Disraeli's  defence 
is.  It  does  not  mention  that  Mr.  Hume  did  withdraw 
his   support,  on  learning,  whether  through  Ministers, 

*  I  should  not  omit  to  giye  this  extraordinary  passage  from  this 
epistle.  "I  am  not  surprised,  and  assuredly  not  terrified,  by  the 
hostility  of  the  Whigs.  They  may  keep  me  out  of  Parliament,  but 
they  cannot  deprive  me  of  one  means  of  influencing  public  opinion 
as  long  as  in  this  country  there  is  a  free  press — a  blessing  which,  had 
they  succeeded  in  Louis  Philipizing  the  country,  as  they  intended, 
would  not,  however,  have  long  afforded  us  its  salutary  protection.  I 
feel  that  I  have  darted  at  least  one  harpoon  in  the  floundering  sides 
of  the  Whig  leviathan.  All  bis  roaring  and  all  his  bellowing,  his 
foaming  mouth  and  his  lashing  tail,  will  not  daunt  me.  I  know  it  is 
the  roar  of  agony,  and  the  bellow  of  anticipated  annihilation,  the 
foam  of  frenzy,  and  the  contortions  of  despair.  I  dared  to  encounter 
the  monster  when  he  was  undoubted  monarch  of  the  waters,  and  it 
would  indeed  be  weakness  to  shrink  from  a  collision  with  him  now,  in 
this  loerited  moment  of  his  awful  and  impending  dissolution.*' 
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''panting  and  pale,"  or  otherwise,  Mr.  Disraeli's  real 
character.  The  reader  still  remembers  the  second 
letter  of  Mr.  Home,  in  which  he  revoked  his  recom- 
mendation. And  Mr.  Disraeli  will  afterwards  be  found 
bitterly  complaining  of  the  vorj  &ct  that  Mr.  Home 
retired  from  his  position  of  friendliness  to  one  of 
hostility. 

Mr.  Disraeli  endeavours  after  a  fashion,  of  which 
the  reader  will  see  many  examples,  to  confound  two 
separate  things.  He  endeavours  to  confound  Mr. 
Hume's  conduct  in  the  first  instance  and  his  conduct 
subsequently.  Mr.  Disraeli  suggests  that  Mr.  Hume 
supported  him  when  he  had  a  full  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  Toryism.  The  real  fact  is  that  Mr.  Hume 
supported  Mr.  Disraeli  so  long  as  he  thought  him  a 
Radical,  and  opposed  him  the  moment  he  found  him 
to  be  a  Tory. 

There  is  no  proof,  it  is  true,  that  O'Connell  with- 
drew the  support  he  gave  to  Mr.  Disraeli.  But  there 
is  no  proof  that  he  was  warned  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
character  before  the  end  of  the  election  had  made 
it  too  late  for  him  to  take  back  his  letter. 

Mr.  Disraeli  says  that,  among  other  evidences  of  his 
principles,  O'Connell  and  Hume  had  his  address  before 
them.  The  suggestion  evidently  is  that  the  address 
contained  Tory  declarations.  It  happens,  unfortunately 
for  Mr.  Disraeli,  that  we  have  other  testimony  besides 
his,  as  to  what  the  character  of  that  address  was.  Mr. 
Disraeli  has  told  us  that  the  applications  for  support 
to  Hume  and  O'Connell  were  made  by  a  friend.    That 
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friend  ^as  Mr.  E.  L.  Bulwer  (Lord  Lytton).  Mr. 
Buhver^  on  being  appealed  to  as  to  what  was  the 
character  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  asked  for  his 
support  at  Wycombe,  declared  emphatically  that  it 
was  as  a  "  Reformer,"  or,  as  we  now  call  it,  Radical. 
And  he  adds  the  important  fact  that  the  ground  of 
this  opinion  was  a  "printed  handbill,"  in  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  explained  his  opinions.  "/  showed  that 
handhillj^  proceeds  Mr.  Bulwer,  "to  Mr.  Hume  ;  hence 
the  letters  of  that  gentleman  and  others* 

Let  us  compare  this  letter  with  Mr.  Disraeli's  repre- 
sentation of  his  relations  with  Hume  and  O'Connell. 
"  Even  had  it  been  in  the  power  of  Mr.  O'Connell  and 
Mr.  Hume,"  wrote  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  to  have  interposed  in 

♦  From  the  Olohey  Jan.  7,  1836.  "The  friend  in  question  was 
Mr.  Bulwer.  When  Mr.  Disraeli  was  standing  for  Taunton,  a  soli- 
citor of  that  town,  Mr.  Cox,  exposed  him  in  two  or  three  really 
excellently  written  pamphlets.  To  this  gentleman's  kindness  we  are 
indebted  for  copies  of  those  works,  which  he  forwarded  to  us  at  our 
request.  In  the  last  of  these  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bulwer  to 
Mr.  Cox,  which  we  now  gire  'London,  July  24,  1836.  Sir, — In 
answer  to  your  letter,  I  beg  to  say  that  Mr.  Disraeli  first  referred 
me  to  a  printed  handbill  of  his  owUf  espousing  short  Parliaments, 
vote  by  ballot,  and  untaxed  knowledge,  I  conceive  these  principles  to 
be  the  polestar  of  the  sincere  reformers^  and  to  be  the  reverse  of  Tory 
ones.  I shoived  that  handbill  to  Mr.  Hume^  hence  the  letters  of  that 
gentleman  and  others.  Mr.  Disraeli  does  not  deny  that  he  professed 
thofle  opinions  at  the  time,  but  he  has  explained  since  that  he  in- 
tended them  for  adoption,  not  against  the  Tories,  but  Whigs.  With 
his  explanation  I  have  nothing  to  do.  I  question  his  philo80X)hy, 
but  I  do  not  doubt  his  honour.  When  any  man  teUs  me  that  he  votes 
for  ballot,  short  Parliaments,  and  the  abolition  of  taxes  on  knowledge, 
I  can  only  suppose  him  to  be  a  reformer,  and  such  being  my  principles, 
I  would  always  give  him  my  support,  and  I  should  never  dream  of 
asking  whether  he  called  himself  a  Radical  or  a  Tory. — I  am,  etc., 
K.  L.  Bulwer.— To  Edward  Cox,  Esq.'** 
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my  favour  at  Wycombe,  vny  political  allegiance  would 
not  have  been  the  expected  consequence  of  their  assistance. 
These  gentlemen  would  have  aided  me  from  the  prin- 
ciples I  professed  and  the  measures  I  advocated  in  my 
addretsy  Which  principles  in  which  address  Mr. 
Bulwer  tells  us  were  "the  reverse  of  Tory  ones." 
Yet  Mr.  Disraeli  has  asserted  that  O'Connell  and 
Hume  knew  him  to  have  been  partly  a  Tory,  from 
his  address. 

Mr.  Disraeli  replied  to  the  Globe's  production  of 
Mr.  Bulwer's  letter  by  a  lengthy  and  very  abusive 
epistle  in  the  Times.*  I  pass  over  all  parts  of  this 
letter,  excepting  the  portion  which  refers  to  Mr.  Hume. 
In  reference  to  his  relations  with  that  gentleman,  Mr. 
Disraeli  makes  two  statements  : — 

1.  "  I  repeat  that  Mr.  Hume's  letter,  to  which  the 
editor  of  the  Globe  originally  alluded,  was  addressed  to 
a  third  person." 

2.  "All  the  details  about  my  introduction  to  Mr. 
Hume,  with  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bulwer,  and  my  frequent 
conferences  with  Mr.  Hume  at  his  house,  are,  as  usual 
with  the  Globe,  utter  falsehoods.  I  never  saw  Mr. 
Hume  but  once  in  my  life,  that  was  at  the   House 

•  January  9, 1836.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  the  style : — "  It  is  not, 
then,  my  passion  for  notoriety  that  has  induced  me  to  tweak  the 
editer  of  the  Globe  by  the  nose,  and  to  inflict  sondry  kicks  upon  the 
baser  part  of  his  base  body ;  to  make  him  eat  dirt,  and  his  own  words, 
fouler  than  any  filth,  but  because  I  wished  to  show  to  the  world 
what  a  miserable  poltroon,  what  a  craven  dullard,  what  a  literary 
scarecrow,  what  a  mere  thing,  stuffed  with  straw  and  rubbish,  is 
the  stn-dltant  director  of  public  opinion  and  official  organ  of 
Whig  politics." 
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of  Commons;  the  object  of  that  interview  was  to 
request  an  explanation  of  the  oircnmstance  which  I 
have  mentioned,  and  to  that  circumstance  the  inter- 
view was  confined.'* 

Mr.  Disraeli  remarks  in  this  last  letter,  that  Mr. 
Hume  had  ^'  never  attacked  *'  him.  It  speaks  greatly 
for  Mr.  Hume's  forbearance  that  he  should  have  kept 
silent  up  to  this.  Here  was  the  man  whom  he  had 
recommended  as  a  Badical,  going  about  the  coimtry 
as  a  Tory,  attacking  with  the  greatest  violence,  on 
the  hustings,  in  the  newspapers,  and  in  a  pamphlet 
of  more  than  two  hundred  pages,  the  party  and  the 
men  whose  favour  he  had  sought;  yet  Mr.  Hume 
never  said  a  word. 

He  had,  however,  been  at  last  provoked  from  his 
silence,  and  one  crushing  proof  more  was  added  to 
the  mass  of  evidence  already  given  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
tergiversation. 

In  its  issue  of  January  11,  1836,  the  Globe  pro- 
duced two  letters — one  from  Mr.  Walter  Scott,  Mr. 
Joseph  Hume's  secretary,  the  other  from  Mr.  Hume 
himself. 

Mr.  Disraeli  declared,  as  has  been  seen,  that  he  had 
not  called  on  Mr.  Hume  to  solicit  his  support  at 
Wycombe ;  Mr.  Scott  asserts,  on  the  contrary,  that 
he  has  a  distinct  recollection  of  Mr.  Disraeli  having 
made  such  a  call.  Mr.  Disraeli  denies  that  he  sought 
Mr.  Hume's  support  as  an  adherent  of  Mr.  Hume ; 
Mr.  Scott  declares,  on  the  contrary,  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
made  a  "general  profession  of  his  political  principles, 
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-vrhich  he  stated  were  in  accordance  with  those  Mr.  Hnme 
is  well  known  to  advocate."  And  then  Mr.  Scott  gives 
a  reason  why  this  particular  visit  of  this  particular 
applicant  made  an  impression  on  his  memory.  He 
mighty  he  says^  have  forgotten  Mr.  Disraeli's  interview 
with  Mr.  HumCy  "  hut  for  the  circumstance  of  a  friend 
of  Mr,  Hume's  stating  in  a  blunt  voay^  on  hearing  wliat 
he  had  done,  that  he  was  very  vxrong  in  doing  so,  as 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  a  d d  Tory,  and  that  Mr.  Hume 

would  soon  find  him  so,^^ 

This  evidence  is  surely  circumstantial  enough^  has 
all  the  appearance  of  truth,  and  would  be  at  once 
believed  if  we  had  not  in  opposition  to  it  the  always 
trustworthy  testimony  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  Let  us, 
therefore^  in  order  to  equalise  the  unequal  contest 
between  two  such  witnesses  as  Mr.  Scott  and  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  bring  forward  another  person  to  Mr. 
Scott's  assistance. 

Mr.  Joseph  Hume's  "impression  certainly  is  that  he" 
— ^Mr.  Disraeli — "  did  call  on  me  in  Bryanston  Square 
to  solicit  my  support  as  a  candidate  for  Wycombe." 
He  then  relates  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
wrote  the  letter  of  recommendation  with  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  approached  the  Wycombe  electors.  He  wrote 
it  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bulwer,  who  vouched  for 
Mr.  Disraeli's  principles ;  and  Mr.  Hume  encloses  the 
letter  of  thanks  which  Mr.  Disraeli  returned. 

Andy  nowy  let  us  see  what  Mr.  Hume  has  to  say 
on  another  point  in  the  controversy. 

"To  the   second   question,   ^Whether  Mr.  Disraeli 
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gave  me  to  understand  that  he  was  a  Tory  or  a 
Badical  ?  '  I  can  state,  with  perfect  confidence,  that 
I  understood  from  Mr.  Disraeli  that  he  was  am,  ardent 
supporter  and  a  zealous  advocate  of  my  general  poli- 
tical principles  ;  and  that,  if  he  should  obtain  a  seat  in 
Parliamient,  he  would  support  them  there.  If  my  letter 
to  Mr.  Disraeli  is  not  sufficiently  explicit  as  to  that 
point,  every  person  who  has  watched  my  political  con- 
duct must  be  satisfied  that  I  never  would  have  put  my 
pen  to  paper  in  any  other  belief.  ....  I  expressed  in 
my  letter  to  Mr.  Disraeli  a  hope  that  all  the  reformers 
would  rally  round  him  as  the  man  who  entertained 
Liberal  principles  "  on  every  branch  of  government, 
and  was  prepared  to  support  reform  and  economy  in 
every  department." 

So  far,  Mr.  Hume  confines  himself  to  his  own  testi- 
mony ;  but  next  he  brings  forward  evidence  supplied 
by  Mr.  Disraeli  himself 

"  If,"  he  writes,  "  there  had  been  any  doubt  in  my 
mind  of  Mr.  Disraeli  having  professed  himself  unequi- 
vocally a  Liberal,  the  following  paragraph  in  a  letter 
of  his  of  the  8th  of  June  to  me,  announcing  the  resig- 
nation of  Sir  Thomas  Baring,  must  have  convinced 
me.  *I  think,  after  what  has  passed,  I  have  some 
claim  upon  you  and  your  friends,  to  prevent  any  split 
in  the  Liberal  party  here^  and  any  stranger  from  coming 
down  to  oppose  me.' " 

And,  finally,  Mr.  Hume  contradicts  the  assertion  ot 
Mr.  Disraeli  that  he  had  not  written  to  him  direct,  but 
to  a  tl^ird  person  on  his  behalf. 
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Among  the  enclosures  in  Mr.  Hume's  letter  was  the 
following  letter  from  Mr.  Disraeli : — 

"  Bradenham  House,  Wycombe, 

«'  Tuesday,  June  5th,  1832. 
<  Sir, — ^I  have  had  the  honour  and  gratification  of  receiving 
your  letter  this  morning.     Accept  my  sincere,  my  most  cordial 
thanks. 

*  *  It  will  be  my  endeavour  that  you  shall  not  repent  the  con- 
fidence you  have  reposed  in  me. 

"  Believe  me,  Sir,  that  if  it  be  my  fortune  to  be  returned  in 
the  present  instance  to  a  reformed  Parliament,  I  shall  remember 
with  satisfaction  that  that  return  is  mainly  attributable  to  the 
interest  expressed  in  my  success  by  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
and  able  of  our  citizens. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

"  Your  obliged  and  faithful  servant, 

"  (Signed)  B.  Disraeli. 

"Joseph  Hume,  Esq.,  M.P." 

It  is  needless  to  comment  at  any  length  on  an  ex- 
posure so  complete.  Almost  every  single  one  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  assertions  is  met  by  a  direct  negative;  and 
the  direct  negative  is  proved. 

Mr.  Disraeli  said  he  did  not  call  on  Mr.  Hume  to 
ask  his  recommendation  to  Wycombe  ;  Mr.  Hume, 
supported  by  Mr.  Hume's  secretary,  says  that  he  did. 
Mr.  Disraeli  asserted  that  Mr.  Hume  had  written  to  a 
third  party  ;  Mr.  Hume  shows  that  he  had  written  to 
Mr.  Disraeli  direct.  Finally,  Mr.  Disraeli  suggested 
that  Mr.  Hume  knew  hef  was  partially  a  Tory ;  Mr. 
Hnme  proves  that  Mr.  Disraeli  applied  to  him  as  a 
Radical  Reformer. 

This  last  point  is  very  important.  I  have  been  at 
some  pains  to  show  in  a  previous  chapter  that  Lord 
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Beaconsfield  when  he  stood  for  Wycombe  in  1832, 
stood  as  a  Liberal.  I  argued  that  his  abuse  of  the  Whigs 
was  to  be  taken  as  a  proof,  not  of  Toryism,  but  of  a 
more  ardent — as  opposed  to  a  lukewarm — Liberalism ; 
that,  in  fact,  it  was  to  be  classed  with  the  talk 
of  men  who  are  Radical  as  distinct  from  Whig 
members  of  the  Liberal  party.  And  I  also  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  **  Reformer "  was  the  political  term  which 
in  1832  answered  to  the  term  Radical  of  our  days. 
Still  the  omission  of  the  distinct  term,  Liberal,  might 
be  made*  use  of  by  these  who  are  anxious  to  find 
some  possible  or  impossible  loophole  of  escape  from 
the  charge  of  tergiversation  against  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
The  letter  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  quoted  by  Mr.  Hume,  takes 
away  even  that  last  refuge.  "  If  there  had  been  any 
doubt,"  writes  Mr.  Hume,  "  in  my  mind  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
having  professed  himself  unequivocally  a  Liberal^  the 
following  paragraph  in  a  letter  of  Aw  of  the  8th  of 
June,  to  me,  announcing  the  resignation  of  Sir  Thomas 
Baring,  must  have  convinced  me  :  "I  think,  after 
what  has  passed,  I  have  some  claim  upon  you  and 
your  friends,  to  prevent  any  split  in  the  Liberal  party.^'* 
Here  Mr.  Disraeli  uses  one  of  the  recognised  and 
unmistakable  terms  by  which  is  designated  a  man's 
choice  between  the  two  political  parties  of  the  country. 
Can  any  one,  after  this,  deay  that  when  Mr.  Disraeli 
stood  as  a  Reformer  at  Wycombe,  he  stood  distinctly 
as  a  member  of  the  Liberal  party? 

It  will  have  been  observed  that  the  Globe  through- 
out this  controversy,  for  the  most  part,  confines  itself 
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to  mere  statement  of  fact  When  it  has  gone  into  the 
region  of  controversy,  its  tone  cannot  be  described 
as  vehement,  and  certainly  not  as  abusive.  The  letter 
of  Mr.  Joseph  Home  is  written  in  the  same  spirit.  It 
is  an  impartial,  it  might  even  be  called  bald  narration 
of  fact. 

What,  on  the  contrary,  is  the  tone  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  replies  ?  They  are  violently  abusive ;  and  they 
are  constantly  running  away  from  the  facts  in  dis- 
pute to  the  region  of  personalities.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
has  evidently  been  of  opinion  that  if  a  man  can  only 
diout  loud  enough  and  often  enough,  and  with  a 
sufficiently  bold  &ce,  his  most  baseless  assertions  and 
his  most  absurd  arguments  will  be  taken  as  true  by 
the  careless  of  men  ;  and  his  career  is  certainly  strong 
proof  that,  in  so  thinking,  he  has  accurately  estimated 
mankind. 

He  replies  to  the  temperate  letter  of  Mr.  Hume  by  a 
letter  addressed,  through  the  Timesj*  to  that  gentleman 
himself.  The  reply  is  full  of  violent  personal  abuse, 
but  there  are  only  one  or  two  assertions  which  are 
worthy  of  attention. 

He  reiterates  that  he  only  saw  Mr.  Hume  once, 
and  that  their  meeting  took  place  at  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  immediately  after,  he  acknowledges 
that  during  his  Marylebone  canvass  he  called  at  Mr. 
Hume's  house;  adding,  however,  that  Mr.  Hume  was 
too  ill  to  receive  him.  These  admissions  really 
amount  to  a  practical  confirmation,  instead  of  a  com- 

•  January  12,  1836. 
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plete  reputation,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  loudly  asserts,  of  the 
assertions  of  the  Glohe,  The  locality  of  the  meeting 
between  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Mr.  Hume  was  not,  of 
course,  the  real  point  of  the  controversy  between  the 
newspaper  and  Mr.  Disraeli.  The  essential  question 
was  whether  a  meeting  took  place  at  all  between  the 
Radical  leader  and  the  young  aspirant ;  and  whether  the 
existing  proUgd  of  Lord  Lyndhurst  should  have  a  few 
years  before  been  ready  to  become  the  prot^gd  of 
Joseph  Hume.  The  introduction,  therefore,  of  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  place  of  meeting  is  simply  another 
instance  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  favourite  expedient — 
the  expedient  of  diverting  attention  from  the  main  and 
important  to  a  subsidiary  and  trifling  point. 

I  have  said  that  the  letter  was  violently  abusive. 
Mr.  Hume  is  described  as  a  "  man  who,  after  having 
scraped  together  a  fortune  by  jobbing  in  Government 
contracts  in  a  colony,  and  entering  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  the  Tory  representative  of  a  close  corporation, 
suddenly  becomes  the  apostle  of  economy  and  unre- 
stricted suffrage,  and  closes  a  career,  commenced  and 
matured  in  corruption,  by  spouting  sedition  in  Middle- 
sex and  counselling  rebellion  in  Canada."  And  this 
vehement  abuse  of  Mr.  Joseph  Hume  occurs  in  the 
very  letter  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  acknowledges  that 
he  had  twice  sought  Mr.  Hume's  political  patronage  I 
But  this  is  one  of  the  most  curious  and  one  of  the 
worst  characteristics  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  career. 
No  sense  of  past  alliance,  no  memory  of  favours  asked 
and  received,  of  loud-mouthed  and  even  mean-spirited 
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eulogium,  has  prevented  him  from  heaping  the  most 
vindictive  and  usually  most  unjust  attacks  on  other 
public  men.  The  air  rings  with  his  cries  of  hate  before 
the  echoes  of  his  shouts  of  praise  have  died  away. 
Notable  instances  have  already  been  given  of  this 
system  of  alternately  shameless  praise  and  shameless 
abuse  of  the  very  same  men ;  of  savage  bites  at  the 
same  hand  that  but  a  short  season  before  was 
fawningly  kissed.  As  our  narrative  proceeds,  a  still 
more  remarkable,  more  memorable,  and  even  more 
shameless  instance  of  this  line  of  conduct  towards 
individuals  will  be  given.  What  is  the  only,  the  in- 
evitable conclusion  from  such  facts  in  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  life?  What,  but  that  all  his  actions  towards 
others  have  been  solely  dictated  by  his  own  personal 
interests  ;  that  his  professions  of  uncalculating  affection 
were  mere  disguised  selfishness ;  that  his  simple  and 
sole  desire  has  been  to  use  all  other  men  for  his  own 
purposes  ? 

The  very  day  after  the  appearance  of  his  self-con- 
fident and  insulting  letter  to  Mr.  Joseph  Hume,  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  himself  compelled  to  supply  the  most 
damning  proof  of  his  untrustworthiness  as  a  narrator 
of  facts.  One  of  the  many  points  in  dispute  between 
him,  the  Globe,  and  Mr.  Joseph  Hume,  was  as  to  whether 
the  letter  of  the  latter  was  addressed  to  him  direct, 
or  through  a  third  person.  Several  times  over  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  repeated  the  assertion  that  the  note  reached 
him  indirectly.      In   a  letter   to  the  Tirnes*  he  has 

♦  January  18,  1836. 
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to  imeqnivocallj  acknowledge  his  error^  and  to  admit 
that  Mr.  Hnme's  letter  was,  as  tibe  Ghbe  and  Mr. 
Hnme  had  asserted,  directed  to  himself. 

In  the  coarse  of  this  book,  we  shall  be  drawn  bj 
Lord  Beaconsfield  into  a  discussion  on  the  personal 
yeraciiy  and  the  pditioal  consistency  of  more  than  one 
pnblic  man.  We  shall  also  be  asked  bj  Lord  Beacons- 
field  to  pronounce  judgment  on  tibe  conduct  of  more 
than  one  pnblic  man,  towards  former  friends  and  col- 
leagues. 

These  are  the  Tery  questions  we  have  just  been 
considering  in  the  case  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  himself. 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  personal  veracify,  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  political  consistency,  Lord  Beaconsfield's  conduct 
to  former  friends  and  colleagues,  are  all  inyolyed  in  his 
dispute  with  the  GUbe.  When  he  asks  us  to  test  other 
men  on  those  three  points,  it  is  not  useless  to  know  how 
he  himself  came  out  of  a  similar  examination. 
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The  last  letter  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  the  Times  in  his  con- 
troversy with  the  Globe  was  published  on  January  13. 
On  January  19  appeared  the  first  of  a  series  of  letters 
signed  "  Runnyraede."  These  letters  have  never 
been  publicly  acknowledged  by  Lord  Beaconsfield ; 
but  they  bear  a  strong  resemblance  in  style  to  other 
productions  from  his  pen.  The  letters  are  addressed 
to  the  leading  public  men  of  the  day ;  and  are  in  two 
different  styles.  When  they  are  directed  to  a  Whig, 
they  are  grossly  abusive  ;  when  to  a  Conservative, 
they  are  as  grossly  adulatory. 

Lord  Melbourne  is  told  that  he  cannot  rouse  him- 
self "from  the  embraces  of  that  Siren  Desidia,  to 
whose  fatal  influence  you  are  not  less  a  slave  than 
our  second  Charles."  *  "  At  present,"  Runnymede 
says,  writing  to  Lord  Brougham — "  I  am  informed  that 
your  lordship  is  occupied  in  a  translation  of  your 
treatise  on  Natural  Theology  into  German  on  the 
Hamiltonian  system.     The  translation  of  a  work  on  a 

♦  r/zw/v,  January  19,  1836. 

10 


146  LORD  BEACONSFIEIJ). 

subject  of  which  you  know  little^  into  a  tongue  of 
which  you  know  nothing,  seems  the  climax  of  those 
fantastic  freaks  of  ambitious  superficiality  which  our 
lively  neighbours  describe  by  a  finer  term  than 
quackery.'" 

Lord  John  Russell  is  told  that  he  was  "born  with 
a  strong  ambition  and  a  feeble  intellect ;  '*  that  he  is 
the  author  of  "  the  feeblest  tragedy  in  our  language," 
"the  feeblest  romance  in  our  literature,"  and  "the 
feeblest  political  essay  on  record."  He  is  "  cold,  in- 
animate, with  a  weak  voice  and  a  mincing  manner;" 
and  finally,  if  a  traveller  were  informed  that  such  a 
man  was  leader  of  the  English  House  of  Commons, 
he  ^'may  begin  to  comprehend  how  the  Egyptians 
worshipped  an  insect."  t 

Addressing  Lord  Palmerston,J  "  Runnymede"  says  : 
**you  owe  the  Whigs  great  gratitude,  my  lord,  and 
therefore,  I  think,  you  will  betray  them." 

Let  me  pause  to  ask  if  "  Runnymede,"  when  he 
wrote  this,  were  drawing  a  general  inference  from  a 
particular  case  ?  Did  he  think  political  betrayal  always 
followed  political  obligation,  because  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
been  so  lately  shown  to  have  betrayed  O'Connell  and 
Joseph  Hume  ? 

The  letter  to  Lord  Palmerston,  towards  the  end, 
contains  this  fine  burst :  "  Oh,  my  country  !  fortunate, 
thrice  fortunate,  England !  with  your  destines  at  such 
a  moment  entrusted  to  the  Lord  Fanny  of  diplomacy  I 

♦  P)id.,  January  26.  f  -?*'<^m  February  1. 

\  Jbid,,  February  22. 


THE  MAIDEN  SPEECH.  I47 

Methinks  I  can  see  your  lordship,  the  Sporus  of  poKtics. 
cajoling  France  with  an  airy  compliment,  and  menacing 
Bussia  with  a  perfumed  cane." 

Sir  John  Hobhouse,  the  friend  of  Byron,  was  also 
assailed.*     "Runnymede"  was  inexpressibly  shocked 
at  seeing  a  Radical  like  Hobhouse  sitting  on  the  same 
bench  with   an  ex-Tory  like   Palmerston.     "Runny- 
mede  "  did  not,  like  Mr.  Disraeli,  think  that  the  Tory 
party  was    the  really   democratic   party,   and  could, 
therefore,  be  supported  by  men  of  Radical  principles. 
"You  have  met,  indeed,"  writes  the  uncompromising 
and  elegant-spoken  "  Runnymede  " — "  you  have  met, 
indeed,  like  the  Puritan  and  the  Prostitute  on  the  banks 
of  Lethe,  in  Grarrick's  farce,  with  an  equally  convenient 
oblivion  of  the  characteristic  incidents  of  your  previous 
careers ;  you  giving  up  your  annual  Parliaments  and 
universal  sufl&age,  he  casting  to  the  winds  his  close 
corporations  and  borough  nominees  ;  you  whispering 
Conservatism  on  the  hustings  once  braying  with  your 
revolutionary  uproar,  he  spouting  Reform  in  the  still 
recesses    of  the    dust  of  Downing   Street ;    the    one 
reeking  from  a  Newgate  cell,  the    other  redolent  of 
the  boudoirs  of  Mayfair — yet  both  of  them,  alike  the 
Tory  underling  and  the  Radical  demagogue,  closing 
the   ludicrous   contrast  with    one   grand  diapason   of 
harmonious  inconsistency,  both  merging  in  the  Whig 
Minister." 

In  striking  contrast  to  the  tone  of  those  letters  to 
the  Whig  leaders  is   that  t  to  Sir  Robert   Peel,  the 

♦  Ibid.,  March  2.  f  -^«^»  January  27,  1836. 
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Conservative  chiefl  Not  only  is  Peel  complimented 
on  his  own  extraordinary  virtues,  but  allosion  is  made, 
in  a  manner  equally  characteristic  and  vulgar,  to  the 
great  man's  material  prosperity.  "  Before  you  receive 
this  letter,"  says  the  enthusiastic  and  Jenkins-like 
admirer  of  the  Conservative  leader, — "  Before  you 
receive  this  letter,  you  will,  in  all  probability,  have 
quitted  the  halls  and  bowers  of  Drayton ;  those  gardens 
and  that  library  where  you  have  realized  the  romance 
of  Verulam,  and  where  you  enjoy  the  *  lettered  leisure ' 
that  Temple  loved." 

Then  the  very  commonplace  incident  of  Peel's 
journey  to  London  is  described  in  a  manner  that 
might  make  a  penny-a-liner  burst  with  envy.  The 
journey  of  such  a  great  man  is  not  called  a  journey 
at  all :  it  is  a  "  progress  to  the  metropolis."  That 
"  progress,"  Peel  is  then  told,  "  may  not  be  as  pictu- 
resque as  that  which  you  experienced  twelve  months 
back,  when  the  confidence  of  your  Sovereign  and  the 
hopes  of  your  country  summoned  you  from  the 
galleries  of  the  Vatican  and  the  city  of  the  Caesars. 
It  may  not  be  as  picturesque,  but  it  is  not  less  proud 
— it  will  be  more  triumphant." 

Rising  to  a  Moenadic  frenzy  of  eulogium  as  he 
goes  along,  the  eulogist  styles  Peel  "  the  only  hope 
of  a  suffering  people."  Then,  Whiggery  is  described 
in  terms  that  one  cannot  read  without  laughter. 
"  The  mighty  dragon  is  again  abroad,  depopulating  our 
fields^  wasting  our  pleasant  places,  poisoning  our  foun- 
tains,  menacing  our  civilisation^ 
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"In  your  chivalry  alone,"  writes  "Runnymede,"  "is 
our  hope.  Clad  in  the  panoply  of  your  splendid  talents 
and  your  spotless  character j  we  feel  assured  that  you  will 
subdue  this  unnatural  and  unnational  monster,  and 
that  we  may  yet  see  sedition  and  treason  and  rapine, 
>  rampant  as  they  may  have  of  late  figured,  quail  before 
your  power  and  prowess." 

And  thus  the  Conservative  Premier  is  contrasted 
with  a  Whig  predecessor  : — 

"  You  retained  your  post  until  you  found  you  were 
endangering  the  King's  prerogative,  to  support  which 
you  had  alone  accepted  His  Majesty's  confidence.  What 
a  contrast  does  your  administration  as  Prime  Minister 
afford  to  that  of  one  of  your  recent  predecessors !  No 
selfish  views,  no  family  aggrandizement,  no  family  jobs, 

no  nepotism Contrast  the  serene  retirement  of 

Drayton,  and  the  repentant  solitude  of  Howick ;  con- 
trast the  statesman  cheered  after  his  factious  defeat  by 
the  sympathy  of  a  nation,  with  the  coroneted  Necker, 
the  worn-out  Machiavel  wringing  his  helpless  hands 
over  his  hearth  in  remorseful  despair,  and  looking  up 
with  a  sigh  at  his  scowling  ancestors  I  Pitt  himself,  in 
the  plenitude  of  his  power,  never  enjoyed  more  cordial 
confidence  than  that  which  is  now  extended  to  you  by 
every  alleged  section  of  the  Conservative  ranks."  And 
so  on. 

Any  comment  on  the  tone  and  taste  of  these  letters 
would  be  altogether  out  of  place.  I  leave  the  reader  to 
form  his  own  estimate  of  the  man  who  could  write  such 
letters,  with  this  sole  comment :  that  there  is  scarcely 
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a  single  one  of  the  persons  named  in  those  letters  of 
whom  Lord  Beaconsfield  did  not  find  it  convenient  some 
time  afterwards  to  pronounce  a  diametrically  opposite 
,  verdict.  I  need  not,  after  what  I  have  recently  said  on 
'  this  feature  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  career^  and  in  face 
of  the  things  I  shall  have  to  say  by-and-by,  further 
dwell  on  this  point  here. 

I  pass  on  to  the  Maidstone  election.  When  Par- 
liament was  dissolved  in  1837,  in  consequence  of  the 
death  of  William  IV.,  the  constituency  was  contested 
by  Mr.  Wyndham  Lewis  and  Mr.  Disraeli.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham  Lewis,  a  dull  but  rich  man,  had  represented  the 
place  before. 

Mr.  Disraeli  first  issued  an  address  on  his  own 
account ;  but  a  few  days  afterwards,  a  combination 
having  been  formed  between  Mr.  Lewis  and  himself,  a 
joint  proclamation  was  put  forth.  In  these  addresses, 
Mr.  Disraeli  appears  as  a  Conservative  'pur  sang,  and 
echoes  all  the  commonplaces  of  Conservatism  in  the  true 
tones.* 

At  a  special  meeting  of  the  Maidstone  Constitutional 
Society,  which  took  place  on  July  11,  Mr.  Disraeli  made 
a  long  speech,  in  which  he  further  enlarged  on  his 
political  principles,  and  gave  a  version  of  his  former 

♦  Let  us  laugli  for  a  moment  at  the  comedy  of  these  addresses. 
Hear  the  man  who  described  himself  as  an  "  adventurer,  alike  uncon- 
nected with  "  the  English  people  "  in  blood  or  in  love,"  declare  him- 
self "  an  uncompromising  adherent  to  that  ancient  constitution  which 
once  was  the  boast  of  our  fathers," — **our  fathers"  is  very  fine, — 
"  and  is  still  the  blessing  of  their  children."  Let  us  also  reverentially 
uncover  our  heads  as  this  descendant  of  unbroken  generations  of 
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relations  with  O'Connell.  With  this  account  of  an 
unfortunate  episode  in  his  career  I  cannot  cumber  the 
main  body  of  my  narrative,  further  than  to  say  that 
it  is  grossly  and  palpably  incorrect ;  that  it  disagrees 
with  admitted  facts  ;  and  that  it  is  in  direct  contra- 
diction, not  only  to  what  other  people  had  said  on  the 
same  subject,  but  with  what  Mr.  Disraeli  had  actually 
himself  written  on  previous  occasions.* 

The  opponent  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  Colonel  Perronet 
Thompson,  the  once  famous  author  of  the  "  Corn  Law 

Hebrews  declares  his  conviction  that  "  the  reformed  religion,  as  by 
law  established  in  this  country,  is  at  the  same  time  the  best  guarantee 
for  religious  toleration  and  orthodox  puritj  "  1  And,  finally,  how  rustic 
and  solid  in  his  sympathies  is  this  urban  literary  adventurer,  as  he 
proclaims  his  intention  to  "on  all  occasions  watch  with  vigilant 
solicitude  over  the  fortunes  of  the  British  farmer,  because,"  goes  on 
Mr.  Disraeli,  "  I  sincerely  believe  that  his  welfare  is  the  surest  and 
most  permanent  basis  of  general  prosperity." 

♦  "  In  consequence,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli  at  this  meeting,  "  of  my 
violent  opposition" — to  the  Whigs — "the  son  of  the  Premier  was 
sent  down  to  contest  the  borough  with  me,  and  it  happe^xed  that, 
hearing  of  the  circumstance,  Mr.  O'Connell  wrote  a  letter  to  a  gentle- 
man in  London  expressing  his  interest  in  the  result."  By  this  narra- 
tive O'Connell's  action  at  Wycombe  is  placeil  in  quite  a  new  light. 
He  is  represented  (1)  as  giving  his  support  unsolicited,  and  (2)  as 
having  done  so  because  Colonel  Grey  was  sent  down  as  a  Whig  to 
oppose  Mr.  Disraeli.  Let  us  compare  these  statements  with  admitted 
facts.  First,  O'Connell,  according  to  Mr.  Disraeli,  wrote  his  letter 
unsolicited.  Here  is  the  first  sentence  of  O'Connell's  letter : — **  My 
dear  Sir, — J»  reply  to  your  inquiry f  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have  no 
acquaintance  at  Wycombe  to  whom  I  could  recommend  Mr.  D' Israeli." 
And  the  letter  winds  up  with  the  remark :  "  I  have  no  claim  on 
Wycombe,  and  can  only  express  my  surprise  that  it  should  be  thought 
I  had  any.''*  Is  this  the  letter  of  a  man  who  wrote  unsolicited? 
The  second  assertion  is  that  O'Connell  interfered,  after  he  had  heard 
that  Colonel  Grey  had  gone  down  to  contest  Wycombe  with  Mr. 
Disraeli.  A  look  at  dates  will  show  that  this  statement  is  at  least  im- 
probable.   Mr.  Disraeli,  it  will  be  remembered,  was  first  in  the  field. 
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Catechism,"  and  for  a  time  proprietor  i^tliell'MtouMtor 
Heview. 

"  Here  I  am,  gentlemen,"  said  Hr.  Disraeli  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Constitutional  Society,  "  filling  the 
same  place,  pre-achtng  the  same  doctrine,  supporting 
the  same  institutions  as  I  did  at  Wycombe." 

It  may,  I  think,   be   taken   for  granted   that  men 

The  render  will  also  remember  that  iSi.  Home  wrote  two  letters  on 
the  Wjcombc  election,  the  one  lecommending  Wi.  Disraeli,  and 
the  other  declining  to  interfere  with  the  dtting  membera.  Now, 
Mr.  Hume's  second  letter — addressed  to  the  Hon.  Mr.  fimlth  and 
Kir  Thomas  B.^^i^g — was  dateil  June  6.  It  wa9  by  the  retirement  of 
t;ir  Thomas  Baring  that  the  vacancj  was  made  io  Wycombe.  It  is, 
therefore,  cviilent  that  the  Tacancy  did  not  occur  till  after  June  6- 
Now,  OX'onnull's  letter  is  dated  June  3,  that  is  to  saj.  in  all  proba- 
bility before  tbc  candidature  of  Colonel  Orey  was  heard  or  thought 
of.  It  was  on  tbc  13tb  of  June,  eleven  dayi  after  O'CoDoell's  letter 
was  written,  that  Colonel  Grey  madehis  public  entry  into  Wycombe. 
a  tbnt  fiict  bcur  ii 
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^filling  the  same  place/'  and  ^^ preaching  the  same 
doctrine/'  do  not  stand  as  rival  candidates  for  the 
same  constituency.  How^  then,  reconcile  Mr.  Disraeli's 
claim  to  be  exactly  the  same  in  principle  as  he  was 
at  Wycombe,  when  the  man  whom  he  now  opposes 
professes  the  very  same  opinions  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
professed  at  Wycombe  I 

Colonel  Thompson  promises  to  act  with  Mr.  Hnme  as 
Mr.  Disraeli  promised  at  Wycombe.*  He  is  in  favour 
of  Triennial  Parliaments,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  was.f  He 
is  in  &vour  of  the  Ballot,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  was.  %    Yet 

his  Bupport  is  one  thing,  to  receive  it  without  asking  is  another. 
Mr.  Dicraeli  wanted  the  electors  of  Maidstone  to  infer  that  (yConnell, 
as  it  were,  obtruded  his  aid  on  him,  and  that  if,  therefore, 
O'Connell  afterwards  was  attacked  by  Bir.  Disraeli,  he  could  make 
no  complaint  He  sought  Mr.  Disraeli  ;  Mr.  Disraeli  had  not  sought 
him.  The  reader  now  sees,  not  only  from  the  overwhelming  evi- 
dence of  facts,  but  from  the  words  of  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  in  1836, 
that  this  representation  was  the  very  reverse  of  the  truth.  It 
was  Mr.  Disraeli  who  sought  O'Connell,  not  0*Connell  Mr.  Disraeli. 
"Here  I  am,  gentlemen,"  says  Mr.  Disraeli,  characteristically,  im- 
mediately after  he  had  finished  this  utterly  incorrect  retrospect, 
*•  filling  the  same  plact,  preaching  the  same  doctrine,  supporting  the 
same  institutions  as  I  did  at  Wycombe.** 

♦  *•  The  briefest  description  I  can  give  of  the  section  with  which, 
with  inconsiderable  exceptions,  I  have  voted,  is  that  it  U  the  section 
€f  Mr,  Hums*  I  accept  the  unpopularity  which  this  may  procure  to 
me  in  some  directions,  for  the  sake  of  the  confidence  it  will  obtain  for 
me  in  others." — Extract  from  Colonel  Thompson's  address,  Maidstone 
Journal,  August  1, 1837. 

t  ''Shortening  the  duration  of  Parliaments,**  writes  Colonel 
Thompson  in  his  Maidstone  address,  ''appears  to  be  the  readiest 
mode  of  settling  all  differences  between  an  honest  representative 
and  his  constituents.  ...  In  the  actual  position  of  things,  TrientUal 
Parliamewti  a^ear  to  he  the  step  within  reach." — Ibid. 

J  <*  On  the  subject  of  the  Ballot,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that  I  have 
been  upwards  of  thirty  years  an  officer  in  the  anny,  and,  when  giving 
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Mr.  Disraeli,  thus  standing  before  the  Maidstone  electors 
as  a  rival  candidate  to  the  man  who  professes  all  the 
articles  of  his  own  creed  of  Wycombe  in  1832,  claims 
to  be  completely  consistent  I 

The  nomination  took  place  on  Wednesday,  July  26. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  make  any  quotation  from  Mr. 
Disraeli's  speech,  which  was  clever,  egotistic,  and 
violently  abusive.  At  the  close  of  the  poll  the  numbers 
were — 

Lewis 782 

Disraeli       ....  668 

Thompson    ....  629 

Perry 26 

And  SO,  after  five  years  of  incessant  struggle,  and 
oft-repeated  defeat,  Mr.  Disraeli  obtained  the  object 
of  his  ambition  at  last  He  will  not  keep  us  long 
waiti;?g  to  see  what  use  he  made  of  his  newly-gained 
position. 

Mr.  Disraeli  addressed  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
first  time  on  the  7th  of  December,  1837. 

Let  us  take  a  glance  at  the  House  he  rose  to  address. 
Lord  John  Russell  is  the  leader  of  the  Whig  party,  and, 
at  the  moment.  Secretary  of  the  Home  Department. 
Some  doubts  are  still  entertained  as  to  his  ability  to 

my  vote  and  opinion  at  a  court-martial,  had  always  the  protection  of 
secrecy,  without  anybody's  calling  me  a  *  skulking  coward,'  which  I 
believe  was  the  term  applied  in  Parliament  to  such  voters  as  may  be 
desirous  of  the  Ballot.  Why  there  should  be  one  rule  of  cowardice 
for  the  captain  and  another  for  the  common  man,  I  am  unable  to  per- 
ceive. If  asked  why  the  Ballot  was  provided  for  me  by  the  Mutiny 
Act,  I  must  suppose  it  was  because  I  had  a  public  trust  to  execute. 
The  opponents  of  the  Ballot  say  that  it  is  because  the  voter  has  a 
public  trust  that  he  ought  not  to  have  the  Ballot." 
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fill  the  post  of  leader,  which  he  has  but  recently 
assumed;  and  the  stranger  in  the  House  cannot  but 
feel  these  doubts  confirmed  when  he  looks  at  Lord 
John  seated  in  his  place  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  For 
Lord  John  is  small  in  stature  and  fragile  in  build ;  his 
jGEU)e  is  not  lit  by  any  intellectual  fire^  and  its  small 
features  are  almost  concealed  by  a  broad-brimmed  hat, 
pressed  over  the  eyes.  A  black  frock-coat,  somewhat 
antique  in  cut,  and  a  neckerchief  snow-white  in  colour 
and  of  large  dimensions,  confirm  the  idea  of  mediocrity, 
if  not  mere  shallowness,  hidden  beneath  the  outward 
trappings  of  respectability.  When  he  rises  to  speak, 
however,  all  these  ideas  vanish;  and  in  the  power  of  the 
orator,  one  altogether  forgets  the  physical  insignificance 
of  the  man.  Quite  close,  if  not  next  to  Lord  John 
BusseU,  sits  Lord  Palmerston,  who  is  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Afiairs.  Lord  Palmerston  is  in  every 
respect  a  contrast  to  his  chief:  tall,  large-featured, 
broad  in  chest,  and  with  a  complexion  that  shows  rude 
health.  His  air  and  his  dress  are  the  very  opposite 
of  the  air  and  dress  which  respectability  dons  and 
enjoins ;  the  air  is  jaunty,  and  the  clothes  are  cut  after 
the  newest  fashion.  Smaller  in  stature,  but  equally  well 
dressed,  with  a  face  similarly  lit  up  by  a  mind  that  seizes 
the  humorous,  and  a  disposition  inclined  to  the  creed  of 
Epicurus,  Lord  Morpeth  takes  care  not  to  be  far  off 
from  the  Foreign  Minister.  Not  improbably,  the  two 
exchange  anecdotes,  the  one  of  foreign  diplomatists,  the 
other  of  Irish  elections ;  for  we  know  that  at  this  time 
Lord  Morpeth  rules  L*eland  as  Chief  Secretary — he 
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afterwards  ruled  her  as  Lord  Lieutenant.  Mr.  Spring 
Bice  sits  dose  by,  staid  as  you  would  expect  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  but  not  lively  as  you  would  expect 
a  native  of  Limerick;  and  Mr.  F.  T.  Baring  dashes 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  to  the  lobby,  and  back  again 
from  the  lobby  to  the  Treasury  Bench — for  Mr.  Baring 
is  the  senior  Liberal  Whip. 

On  the  front  Opposition  bench,  the  most  notable 
figure  in  physiqv^^  as  well  as  in  manner,  is  a  tall  man 
with  a  full  chest ;  a  face  with  features  large,  regularly 
carved ;  and  eyes  grave  and  intellectual.  This  man  sits 
in  complete  isolation;  speaks  rarely  to  any  one,  and 
is  still  more  rarely  spoken  to.  It  is  Sir  Egbert  Peel, 
two  years  ago  Prime  Minister,  and  now  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  Lord  Stanley  is  not  far  away :  somewhat 
harsh  in  feature,  and  rough  in  appearance;  carelessly 
dressed;  when  silent,  lounging  indolently;  when  in 
conversation,  rapid  and  impetuous. 

Not  far  away  from  the  Ministerial  bench,  but  still 
closer  to  ihid  Eadical  section,  sits  Mr.  E.  Lytton- 
Bulwer.  Mr.  Bulwer,  at  this  time,  gives  no  indication 
of  opinions  that  would  bring  a  Secretaryship  of  State 
for  himself  from  one  Tory  Government,  and  the 
Viceroyalty  of  India  for  his  son  from  another  Tory 
Government.  On  the  contrary,  he  is  a  pronounced 
Radical,  and  his  victory  at  Lincoln  has  been  won  by 
mighty  Eadical  exertions  and  some  Radical  sacrifices. 
Close  to  Mr.  Bulwer  is  a  young  man — he  might 
almost  be  called  a  boy — who  has  fair  hair  and  features 
delicate  almost  to  femininity.     This  is  Lord  Leveson, 
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who  but  a  week  or  two  ago  proposed  the  reply  to 
the  Address  from  the  Crown  in  a  speech  that  is  said  to 
giye  promise  of  ability  and  of  a  high  position  in  the 
future.  He  who  was  Lord  Leveson  then,  is  Earl  G-ran- 
▼ille  now. 

Of  all  groups  in  the  House,  the  one  that  strikes  you 
88  containing  the  yotingest  and  best-dressed  men  is  the 
Badical  group.  At  their  head  sits  Sir  William  Moles- 
worth,  who  does  not  look  more  than  eight-and-twenty; 
a  dandy  in  dress,  and  somewhat  Dundrearyish  in  de- 
liyery ;  fair  in  complexion,  and  with  hair  "  approaching 
in  colour  to  red ; "  eye-glassed,  and  altogether  like  a 
Badical  leader  who  has  a  rent-roll  of  £12,000  or  £14,000 
a  year.  Mr.  Leader,  who  sits  next  to  Sir  William,  and 
is  constantly  consulting  with  him — for  they  are  bosom 
friends — looks  still  younger,  and,  though  plainer  in 
dress,  has  also  the  appearance  of  the  politician  who  is 
at  once  Radical  and  rich.  Mr.  Leader  has  recently 
given  strong  proof  of  both  the  wealth  and  the  Badi- 
calism,  for  twice  in  three  years  he  has  contested 
Westminster,  one  of  the  most  expensive  constituencies 
of  that  as  well  as  of  the  present  time.  In  this  group 
also  sits  a  man  who,  even  more  than  Sir  William 
Molesworth,  is  the  paragon  of  fashion — gloved  in 
lavender  or  straw-coloured  kid,  with  boots  of  the 
brightest  hue,  and  a  hat  of  the  make  that  Count 
d'Orsay  approves.  As  to  person,  tall  and  well  pro- 
portioned;  and  in  deportment  frank,  manly,  and  freer 
from  afiectation  than  one  might  expect.  This  is  the 
Member  for  Finsbury — *^  honest  Tom  Duncombe,"  as 
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that  age  calls  him,  whom,  however,  we,  guided  by  Mr. 
Greville,  may  not  wholly  regard  as  so  honest  or  so 
clever  as  his  contemporaries  believed.  In  this  same 
group  is  also  Mr.  Joseph  Hume,  a  contrast  to  his  com- 
panions :  staid  in  manner,  plain  in  dress,  and  no  longer 
young.  Mr.  Hume  may  look  a  little  depressed,  for  he  . 
has  been  defeated  by  the  Tories  in  his  own  constituency 
of  Middlesex,  and  is  now  a  Member  of  the  House 
through  the  gracious  pleasure  of  the  electors  of  Kil- 
kenny. 

The  great  Irish  agitator,  of  course,  sits  close  to  the 
Badicals,  for  he  is  for '  the  time  a  supporter,  and, 
indeed,  according  to  the  Thnes^  one  of  the  pillars  of 
the  Ministry.  In  this  year  he  is  still  in  the  fulness 
of  his  health  and  power.  He  is  ruddy  in  face,  his 
form  is  still  Herculean  in  strength,  and  with  hat 
jauntily  placed  on  the  side  of  his  head,  he  looks  around 
with  a  broad  smile  that  shows  brightness  of  spirits  and 
consciousness  of  power.  Next  to  him  is  a  man  small 
in  stature,  and  delicate  in  frame,  apparently  consumed 
by  a  restless  energy ;  pallid ;  with  an  eye  small,  unquiet, 
and  piercing,  a  prominent  nose,  and  a  small,  thin-lipped 
mouth.  This  is  0*Connell's  chief  lieutenant,  Richard 
Lalor  Shiel.  In  the  same  group  are  the  two  sons  of 
the  great  Henry  Grattan  :  James,  heavy  and  stolid ; 
and  Henrj',  slight  and  excitable. 

The  House  also  contains  Mr.  Charles  Villiers,  who 
has  abeady  distinguished  himself  on  the  question  of 
the  Com  Laws,  a  question  rapidly  rising  in  national 
importance.     The  present  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  sits  in  the 
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Commons  as  Lord  Ashley,  and  the  chroniclers*  from 
whom  I  derive  ihe  description  of  the  House  describe 
lum  as  tall  and  handsome,  with  black  hair,  usually 
worn  rather  long.  Mr.  Bemal,  father  of  Mr.  Bemal 
Osborne,  is  Member  for  Rochester  and  Chairman  of 
Committees  ;  a  tall,  robust  man,  with  a  splendid  figure, 
which  ill-natured  people  say  he  is  overproud  of  dis- 
playing. The  late  Lord  St  Leonards  is  at  this  time 
Sir  Edward  Sugden ;  compactly  made,  rosy  in  com- 
plexion, and  free  from  wrinkles  at  fifty-five.  We,  at 
first  sight,  cannot  find  Sir  Francis  Burdett,  for  we 
naturally  look  for  him  among  the  Radicals,  or,  if  not 
there,  somewhere  at  least  on  the  Whig  benches.  But 
Sir  Francis  is  to  be  found  in  an  obscure  and  remote 
seat  on  the  Tory  benches ;  for  within  the  last  year 
he  has  definitely  announced  his  abandonment  of  the 
principles  of  his  youth,  and  is  now  as  ardent  in  the 
creed  of  the  Conservatives  as  he  was  formerly  in  that 
of  the  Radicals.  K  changed  in  opinions,  he  is  not^ 
however,  much  changed  in  appearance.  Though  old, 
his  form  is  still  erect,  or,  to  quote  the  grandiloquent 
description  of  Shiel,  he  still  looks  "a  venerable  relic 
of  the  temple  dedicated  to  freedom,  though  ill-omened 
birds  now  build  their  nests  and  find  shelter  in  that 
once  noble  edifice,"  In  attire,  too.  Sir  Francis  sticks 
to  the  habits  of  his  youth,  and  still  deserves,  as  Lady 
Hester  Stanhope  insisted  years  ago,  to  be  considered 
the  best-dressed  man  in  England. 

♦  Mr.  James  Grant,   "The   Senate  of  1838;"  and  Mr.  G.  H. 
Franda,  "The  Orators  of  the  Age." 
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There  are,  too,  the  usnal  supply  of  one-idea'd  Mem- 
bers. Mr.  Brotherton  has  a  motion  to  regulate  the 
hours  of  the  House ;  the  Hon.  Grantlej  Berkeley  is 
anxious  that  ladies  should  be  admitted  to  hear  the 
debates ;  Mr.  Ward  wants  the  repeal  of  the  rate- 
paying  clause  in  the  Reform  Act ;  Mr.  Grote  annually 
proposes  a  motion  in  favour  of  the  Ballot,  which  is 
of  course  ignominiously  rejected ;  and  Mr.  Plumptre, 
tall,  lank,  gloomy  in  air  and  countenance,  watches 
Newdegate-like  the  interests  of  Protestantism  and 
the  foul  intrigues  of  the  adherents  of  "the  Scarlet 
Lady." 

Finally,  we  see  two  other  men  who  attract  notice, 
and  appear  to  be  about  equal  in  years.  One  is  Charles 
BuUer,  lively  almost  to  mischievousness  ;  when  he 
speaks,  tearing  through  Tory  fallacies  with  a  merciless 
sense  that  foreshadows  the  style  of  Mr.  Lowe,  and  a 
power  of  playful  illustration  that  strongly  resembles 
the  style  of  Sydney  Smith.  At  this  time  everybody 
expects  that  Mr.  BuUer  has  a  great  future  before 
him  ;  and  who,  looking  at  his  bright  face,  his  vivid 
manner,  his  gay  air,  can  foretell  for  him  an  early 
death  ? 

The  other  young  man  who  catches  our  eye  sits  on 
the  Tory  benches.  He  has  a  singularly  handsome 
face;  a  modesty  of  manner  that  at  once  prepossesses; 
and  you  observe  that,  when  he  rises,  his  words  are 
listened  to  with  an  amount  of  attention  almost  out  of 
proportion  to  his  youthful  years.  He  has — to  quote 
the  words  of  a  writer  of  the  time — "a  fine  head  of 
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jet  black  hair,"  that  "is  always  carefully  parted  from 
the  crown  downwards  to  his  brow,  which  it  tastefully 
shades."  The  features  are  regular,  and,  says  the 
writer,  "his  complexion  must  be  a  very  unworthy 
witness  if  he  does  not  possess  an  abundant  stock  of  ^ 
health."  This  is  Mr.  W-  E,  Gladstone,  the  Member 
for  Newark,  who  is  at  this  time  a  Tory  among  Tories, 
is  writing,  or  has  just  written,  an  able  defence  of  the 
Irish  Church,  and  two  years  ago  acquired  some  dis- 
tinction as  Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 

We  miss  from  the  House  several  persons  of  note. 
Sir  James  Graham  is  not  there,  for  he  has  just  been 
defeated  in  Cumberland.  Mr.  T.  B.  Macaulay  is  away 
in  India,  adding  many  thousands  to  his  fortune,  and 
subtracting  many  years  from  his  life.  But  where  is 
Mr.  Boebuck,  he  whose  Radical  opinions  and  tongue  of 
venom  have,  during  the  last  few  Sessions,  lashed  the 
timid  Whigs,  who  form  the  Government,  into  paroxysms 
of  rage  and  fear?  Where  is  Roebuck,  the  chosen 
champion  of  the  Canadians/  who  has  held  language 
that  less  ardent  friends  consider  almost  rebellious  ? 
Where  is  Roebuck,  who  has  sounded  the  tocsin  at  a 
dozen  Radical  banquets  throughout  the  year?  Alas! 
the  "rising  hope"  of  the  Radicals  has  been  rejected 
by  the  faithless  Bath ;  and,  when  now  he  listens  to 
a  debate,  secretes  himself  in'  one  of  the  strangers* 
galleries,  his  small  body  enveloped  in  a  huge  cloak, 
and  his  features  scarcely  visible.  Mr.  Roebuck  at 
this  time  looks,  we  are  told,  "just  like  a  boy  out  of 

his  teens." 

11 
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The  present  Lord  Derby  is  in  his  eleyenth  year; 
Lord  Salisbnrj^  who  is  in  his  eighth^  has  just  been 
left  motherless.  Lord  Cairns  is  working  hard  as  a 
student  in  Trinity  College,  Dnblin;  and  Mr.  Lowe 
is  dradging  as  a  tutor  in  Oxford.  Mr.  Bright  is 
unknown  ;  Mr.  Cobden  has  just  been  defeated  at 
Stockport. 

A  word  or  two  as  to  the  political  situation.  Though 
the  Whigs  were  in  office,  they  could  scarcely  be  said 
to  be  in  power.  The  Reform  Bill  of  1832,  which  was 
intended  to  give  them  a  lease  of  Downing  Street  for 
generations,  had  not  secured  them  from  defeat  for 
even  two  short  years,  for,  by  December,  1834,  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  had  received  an  offer  of  the  Premiership. 
The  successors  of  Lord  Grey  were  not  likely  to  suc- 
ceed when  he  so  disastrously  failed.  Lord  Melbourne 
was  a  clever  tactician,  and  was  not  afflicted  by  that 
thinness  of  skin  which  unfitted  Lord  Grey  for  the 
coarse  contests  of  politics  ;  but  he  had  not  Lord 
Grey's  high  character.  Lord  John  Russell  was  able, 
but  public  opinion  of  that  time  regarded  him  as  in- 
finitely inferior  in  statesmanship  to  the  leader  of  the 
Tories.  And  what  had  become  of  the  other  great, 
leaders  who  had  helped  to  pass  the  Reform  Bill? 
Durham  was  gone ;  Brougham,  refused  the  Chancel- 
lorship, had  become  that  most  dangerous  enemy — 
the  candid  friend ;  and  Lord  Stanley  had  openly  gone 
over  to  the  Tories. 

There  was  division  in  the  ranks  as  well  as  weak- 
ness in  the  leaders.    The  small  knot  of  Radicals  were 
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impatient  for  new  changes,  and  were  almost  at  open 
war  with  the  Ministers,  of  whom  some  had  absolutely  . 
refnsed  to  go  farther,  and  some  had  declared  the  time 
not  yet  ripe.  The  Irish  section,  it  was  true,  lent 
support  to  the  Ministry,  but  that  support  was  un- 
certain, and  might  at  any  moment  demand  a  return 
which  no  English  Minister  could  safely  bestow. 

And  it  was  this  alliance  with  the  Irish  section  which 
partiy  accounted  for  the  general  unpopularity  of  the 
Ministers.  In  the  first  place,  England  was  disgusted 
with  the  prominence  which  purely  Irish  questions  had 
for  some  time  obtained,  and  looked  with  distrust  on  any 
alliance  between  the  Government  and  a  man  who,  like 
O'ConneU,  was  pronouncedly  Catholic,  and,  in  English 
eye8,not  far  from  rebelUons.  The  Tories,  of  course,  had 
made  good  use  of  these  popular  prejudices.  Highly 
coloured  accounts  of  agrarian  murders  in  Ireland  were 
daily  published,  and  the  Protestant  Church  was  for  the 
hundredth  time  declared  to  be  in  danger. 

While  the  Tories  were  looking  forward  with  confi- 
dence to  a  dissolution,  the  King  suddenly  died,  and  a 
new  Parliament  had  to  be  hurriedly  called  together. 
When  the  calculations  were  made  out,  it  was  found 
that  the  Ministers  could  count  on  337,  and  the  Oppo-  . 
sition  on  321  votes.  The  Whigs  had  gained  a  Pyrrhic 
victory. 

During  the  recess,  much  attention  had  been  attracted 
by  a  subscription  which  had  been  started  by  Mr.  Andrew 
Spottiswoode,  the  Queen's  printer.  The  subscription 
had  two  objects :  to  supply  Protestant  candidates  with 
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money  to  fight  for  the  Irish  constituencies ;  and, 
secondly,  when  these  candidates  were  defeated,  to  again 
supply  funds  for  prosecuting  petitions  against  the 
Catholic  Members  returned.  A  subscription  of  this 
kind  appeared  to  the  Liberals  nothing  less  than  a  con- 
spiracy against  the  political  and  religious  liberties  of 
Ireland.  It  was  vehemently  denounced  for  months  in 
hundreds  of  Liberal  speeches  and  Liberal  articles  ;  and, 
of  course,  the  Tory  politicians  and  writers  were  quite  as 
vehement  in  its  defence. 

It  was  not,  however,  the  general  body  of  those  who 
gave  their  adhesion  to  the  "Spottiswoode  Subscription  " 
— as  it  came  to  be  called — who  most  excited  Liberal 
indignation.  Some  Members  of  Parliament  were  among 
the  first  and  the  most  munificent  subscribers  ;  and  it  was 
represented  that,  as  these  gentlemen  would  afterwards 
have  to  decide  on  the  election  petitions,  they  were 
assuming  the  double  role  of  accuser  and  judge.  Among 
the  Members  thus  denounced,  Sir  Francis  Burdett  was 
subjected  to  the  chief  part  of  the  Liberal  denunciation. 
As  already  mentioned.  Sir  Francis  had  at  this  time 
definitely  abandoned  the  Liberal  creed  of  his  youth,  and 
had  been  returned  as  a  Tory  Member  for  North  Wilts. 
He  had  taken  a  peculiarly  ostentatious  form  of  an- 
nouncing his  approval  of  the  Spottiswoode  Subscription, 
and  was,  of  course,  more  fiercely  assailed  because  of  his 
Radical  antecedents. 

On  the  7th  of  December,  1837,  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
brought  the  conduct  of  Sir  Francis  Burdett  before  the 
notice  of  Parliament,  and  it  was  in  the  discussion  on 
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this  motion  that  Mr.  Disraeli  made  his  first  speech. 
The  debate,  as  is  usually  the  case  with  debates  on 
personal  questions,  was  extremely  lively. 

The  passage  of  arms  between  0*ConneIl  and  Sir 
Francis  Burdett  was  particularly  severe.  Addressing 
O'Connell,  who  had  during  the  vacation  hurled  denun- 
ciations of  characteristic  vehemence  against  the  deserter 
from  the  Liberal  ranks,  Sir  Francis  accused  him  of 
^*  driving,  in  conjunction  with  a  set  of  priests,  Irish  voters 
to  the  poll,  to  vote  for  their  god."  He  even  accused  the 
Irish  agitator  of  encouraging  assassination;  and  declared 
that  many  people  were  then  Uving  in  Ireland  under  a 
system  of  terrorism  "  more  powerful  and  terrible  than 
that  which  existed  under  Robespierre  in  France." 

Of  course  O'Connell's  reply  was  equally  unsparing. 
But  I  can  quote  only  one  passage,  and  that  I  select, 
because,  while  it  gives  some  idea  of  the  style  of  lan- 
guage used  at  that  time,  it  also  contains  O'Connell's 
defence  of  his  position  as  a  paid  agitator.  ^^  The  honour- 
able baronet  opposite  me,"  said  O'Connell,  "calls  me 
the  paid  patriot  of  Ireland.  I  am  so,  and  will  be  so 
with  this  new  stimulus.  I  stand  in  this  unexampled 
position :  I  sacrificed  the  largest  professional  emolument 
known  in  Ireland  just  at  the  period  when  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  carried — just  at  the  time  when  I  had 
every  prospect  of  enjoying  the  leisure  and  dignity  of 
the  judicial  bench,  provided  I  abandoned  politics.  Is 
it  for  that  sacrifice  that  I  am  now  vilified  and  traduced 
by  an  old  renegade  ?  '* 

The  moment  O'Connell  sat  down,  Mr.  Disraeli  rose. 
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Between  Mr.  Disraeli  and  O'Connell  there  had  been,  as 
the  reader  now  knows^  the  deadliest  hate  for  years. 
They  had  exchanged  the  most  opprobrious  terms ;  one 
of  them  had  even  sought  to  decide  their  feud  at  the  peril 
of  his  life.  But,  up  to  this  moment,  the  victory  had 
remained  with  O'Connell.  He  was  the  head  of  a  great 
party  ;  he  had  a  hundred  platforms,  and  his  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  speak  from  ;  he  had  the  prestige 
of  many  political  victories.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr. 
Disraeli's  life  had  been^  up  to  a  few  months  ago,  an 
almost  uninterrupted  career  of  follies  and  defeats.  He 
had  written  novels  and  a  poem,  at  which  the  whole 
world  laughed  ;  he  had  sought  election  to  Parliament 
four  times,  and  had  been  four  times  defeated  ;  he  had 
asked  the  favour  of  many  political  parties,  and  had, 
accordingly,  been  distrusted  by  all. 

But  now,  fortune  had  at  last  turned.  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  two  years  before  written  to  O'Connell  that  he 
would  castigate  him  for  the  insults  heaped  upon  him 
when  once  he  was  in  Parliament.  Well,  he  was  now 
a  Member  of  Parliament.  O'Connell  had  just  spoken  ; 
and  he  was  on  his  feet  to  reply  to  his  mortal  enemy. 
Mr.  Disraeli's  hour  had  come. 

He  began  modestly  enough  by  the  usual  claim  for 
indulgence  ;  but  had  not  uttered  more  than  a  few 
sentences  when  he  showed  his  hand  by  beginning  an 
attack  on  O'Connell.  He  accused  the  Irish  agitator  of 
having  wandered  from  the  subject,  and  of  having  intro- 
duced the  Poor  Law,  among  other  irrelevant  matter. 

"Not  a  word  was  said  about  the  Poor  Law,"  here 
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intermpted  Mr.  Joseph  Hume.*  Thus  corrected,  Mr. 
Disraeli  made  an  awkward  attempt  to  retrieve  himself, 
which  prodaced  loud  laughter.  The  laughter  was 
increased  when,  a  few  sentences  further  on,  he  treated 
the  House  to  the  strange  phrase,  ^^magnanimous 
mendicancy."  He  got  on  somewhat  better  when  he 
entered  into  a  defence  of  the  Spottiswoode  subscription  ; 
bat  after  a  while  the  interruptions  were  repeated,  and 
he  had  to  piteously  promise  that  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  at  any  length. 

"I  do  not,"  he  said,  amid  rather  cruel  laughter, 
*' affect  to  be  insensible  to  the  difficulty  of  my  position. 
(Renewed  laughter.)  I  am  sure  I  shall  receive  the  in- 
dulgence of  hon.  gentlemen — (continued  laughter,  and 
cries  of  '  Question');  but  I  can  assure  them  that  if 
they  do  not  wish  to  hear  me,  I,  without  a  murmur,  will 
sit  down.  (Cheers  and  laughter.)  I  must  confess  I 
wish  to  bring  the  subject  of  the  debate  back  to  the 
proper  point.     (Benewed  laughter.)  " 

After  this,  he  was  allowed  again  to  proceed  without 
interruption  for  some  time.  When,  however,  he  wan- 
dered off  into  a  dissertation  on  the  Beform  Bill,  the 
cries  of  **  Question  "  once  more  became  loud. 

"  I  wish,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  I  really  could  induce 
the  House  to  give  me  five  minutes  more.  (Boars  of 
laughter.)  I  stand  here  to-night,  sir, — (here  the 
noise  in  the  House  became  so  general  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  not  proceed  for  some  time;  when  the 

*  I  quote  the  account  throughout  from  the  Morning  Chronicle  of 
December  8, 1837. 
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confusion  had  somewhat  subsided,  he  eaid) — I  stand 
here  to-night,  sir,  not  formally,  but  in  some  degree 
virtually,  the  representative  of  a  considerable  number 
of  Members  of  Parliament." 

This  amusingly  cool  assumption  of  speaking  in  the 
name  of  others  on  the  part  of  one  in — so  to  speak — 
the  infancy  of  his  membership,  was  considered  won- 
derfully amusing,  and  natnrally  was  received  with 
"  Bursts  of  laughter."     Mr.  Disraeli  went  on, — 

"  Now,  why  smile  ?  (Continued  langhter.)  Why 
envy  me?  (Here  the  laughter  became  loud  and  general.) 
Why  should  I  not  have  a  tale  to  unfold  to-night? 
(Roars  of  laughter.) " 

In  these  sentences  there  appears  some  tendency  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Disraeli   to   condliate  his   ridicnlers 
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he  happens  to  appeal  to  me  from  the  partj  opposed 
to  myself.  (Hear  hear.)  At  that  time  we  read  that 
it  was  the  death-knell  of  Toryism^  that  the  doom  of 
that  party  was  sealed^  that  their  foneral  obsequies 
were  about  to  be  consummated.  (Laughter.)  We 
were  told  that,  with  the  dissolution  of  that  much  vili- 
fied Parliament  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
called  together,  the  hopes  and  prospects  of  the  Tories 
would  be  thrown  for  ever  to  the  winds — (laughter) — 
and  that  afiuirs  were  again  brought  exactly  to  what 
they  were  at  the  period  when  the  hurried  Mr.  Hudson 
rushed  into  the  chambers  of  the  Vatican.  (Immense 
laughter.)  '* 

And  so  he  went  on  amid  continually  repeated  marks 
of  impatience  by  the  House  until  he  had  again  to 
appeal  for  indulgence. 

'^  If  hon.  members  think  it  is  fair  to  interrupt  me, 
I  will  submit.  (Great  laughter.)  I  would  not  act 
so  towards  any  one,  that  is  all  I  can  say.  (Laughter, 
and  cries  of  *Go  on.')  But  I  beg  simply  to  ask — 
(Oh,  and  loud  laughter.)  Nothing  is  so  easy  as  to 
laugh.  (Boars  of  laughter.)  I  really  wish  to  place 
before  the  House  what  is  our  position.  When  we 
remember  all  this — when  we  remember  that  in  spite 
of  the  support  of  the  honourable  and  learned  gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin,  and  his  well-disciplined 
phalanx  of  patriots,  and,  in  spite  of  all  this^  we  re- 
member the  amatory  eclogue — (roars  of  laughter) — 
the  old  loves  and  the  new  loves  that  took  place  between 
the  noble   lord,  the  Tityrus  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
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aod  tho  learned  Daphne  of  Liskeanl— 

and    cries    of    '  Question  ') — which 
fresh  ini^liince  of  the  amorU   redintei 
laughter) — when  we  remember  at  the  a 
with  emancipated  Ireland  and  enslaved  i 
the   one   hand  a   triumphant  nation,  on  i 
groaning  people,  and  notwithstanding  the   | 
secure   on   the  pedestal  of  power,  may  w 

hand  the  keys  of  St.  Peter,  and (He 

Member  was  intermpted  with  such  lood  ui 
bursts  of  laughter  that  it  was  impossibb 
whether  he  really  closed  his  sentence  or  i 
hon.  Member  concluded  in  these  words : 
Speuker,  we  sea  the  piiiloBuphiutl  prtgodioer 
for  nud  fill!  1-  1  I  R'.--|»'i't  cheers,  e 
1  opponei 
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coat  of  white,  of  the  Dick  Swiveller  pattern^  the  front 
of  which  exhibited  a  network  of  glittering  chains;  large 
fancy-pattern  pantaloons,*and  a  black  tie^  above  which 
no  shirt  collar  was  visible,  completed  the  outward 
man.  A  countenance  lividlj  pale,  set  out  by  a  pair 
of  intensely  black  eyes,  and  a  broad  but  not  very  high 
forehead,  overhung  by  clustered  ringlets  of  coal-black 
hair,  which,  combed  away  from  the  right  temples,  fell  in 
bunches  of  well-oiled  small  ringlets  over  his  lefl  cheek.^ 

"Mr.  D'Israeli's  appearance  and  manner,"  writes 
Mr.  James  Grant,  "were  very  singular.  His  dress 
also  was  peculiar  ;  it  had  much  of  a  theatrical  aspect. 
His  black  hair  was  long  and  flowing,  and  he  had  a 
most  ample  crop  of  it.  His  gestures  were  abundant : 
he  often  appeared  as  if  trying  with  what  celerity  he 
could  move  his  body  from  one  side  to  another,  and 
throw  his  hands  out  and  draw  them  in  again.  At 
other  times  he  flourished  one  hand  before  his  face,  and 
then  the  other.  His  voice,  too,  is  of  a  very  unusual 
kind :  it  is  powerful,  and  had  every  justice  done  to 
it  in  the  way  of  exercise  ;  but  there  is  something 
peculiar  in  it  which  I  am  at  a  loss  to  characterise. 
His  utterance  is  rapid,  and  he  never  seemed  at  a  loss 
for  words.  On  the  whole,  and  notwithstanding  the 
result  of  his  first  attempt,  I  am  convinced  he  is  a 
man  who  possesses  many  of  the  requisites  of  a  good 
debater.  That  he  is  a  man  of  great  literary  talent 
few  will  dispute."  * 

It  may  be  doubted  whether  the  speech  deserved  to 

•  «  The  British  Senate  in  1838,"  ii.  336-6. 
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be  visited  with  such  failure.    The  speech  appears  to 
me  far  above  the   Parliamentary  average.      Many  of 
its  points  are  clearly  and  sharply  put ;    it  has  clever 
retorts  and  happy  phrases.     The  phrases,  it  is  true, 
are  unusual  and  eccentric,  and    not    in  the  best  of 
taste ;    but    they  are   not    unlike    several  which,   in 
speeches    delivered    by    Lord    Beaconsfield    in    more 
fortunate  days,  were  cheered  to  the  echo  and  praised 
to  the  skies.    What  sentence  in  the  whole  speech  is 
worse    constructed  or    more    tasteless    than    that   in 
which  on  a  memorable  occasion  Lord  Beaconsfield  de- 
scribed Mr.  Gladstone?    Lideed,  I  think  one  would  look 
through  the  speech  in  vain  for  any  phrase  so  bad  as 
"inebriated  with  the  exuberance  of  his  own  verbosity." 
On  the   whole,   the    impression    this    maiden    speech 
makes  on  me  is  that  it  is  wonderfully  like  the  general 
run  of  all  Lord   Beaconsfield's  speeches  down  to  his 
latest   years.     It  has  the    characteristic   virtues  and 
the    characteristic    faults    of    all    his   oratory ;    it  is 
neither   better    nor  worse   than   his   other  addresses: 
it  is  just  the  same.     The   real   secrets   of  its  failure 
were    probably  the    appearance   and    manner   of  the 
speaker ;  but  more  than  even  these,  the  hate  and  con- 
tempt produced  in  one,  and  distrust  produced  in  the 
other  party,  by  the   absurdities  and  contradictions  of 
his  past  career.     It  would,  therefore,  probably  be  more  * 
correct  to  say  that   Mr.  Disraeli  failed  to   obtain  a 
hearing   from  the   House,  than  that  he  made   a  bad 
speech. 

Of  the   London  papers,  the  Herald  and   Standard 
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pass  the  speech  over  in  silence ;  the  Morning  Post 
complains  that  it  was  delivered  ^'amid  disconrteous 
interraptions  from  the  Badioals." 

In  those  days,  the  Times  was  a  strongly  Tory,  and 
the  Globe  a  strongly  Liberal,  paper.  The  one  was 
always  ready  to  praise,  and  the  latter,  as  the  reader 
has  already  seen,  even  readier  to  abnse^  Mr.  Disraeli 
during  the  earlier  years  of  his  career.  Their  verdicts 
correspond  in  difference  to  their  difference  in  opinion. 
"Mr.  O'Connell,"  wrote  the  Times  of  the  debate, 
**made  his  usual  tirade  about  7,000,000  of  sufferers, 
and  the  seven  centuries  of  oppression,  and  complained 
that  this  subscription  was  but  a  continuance  of  tyranny 
got  up  by  the  Protestants  to  assail  the  Catholics  ;  but 
Mr.  Disraeli,  who  followed  him  in  an  eloquent  speech, 
well  observed  that  the  Protestants  gave  their  sub- 
scriptions, not  to  assail,  but  to  defend." 

"The  (MbtU  of  Mr.  Benjamin  Disraeli,"  wrote  the 
Globe f  "  last  night  in  the  House  of  Commons  was  one 
of  the  most  lamentable  failures  of  late  years,  as  is, 
indeed,  admitted  in  all  the  reports.  Even  the  Times 
could  not  altogether  suppress  it,  and,  therefore,  in  its 
report  has  softened  down  the  laughter,  shouts,  etc., 
which  accompanied  the  honourable  and  extinguished 
Member's  first  attempt  in  Parliamentary  oratory.  In 
its  leader,  where  the  Times  has  so  often  proved  that 
it  will  venture  to  say  anything,  however  inconsistent 
with  fact,  it  described  this  abortion  as  an  eloquent 
speech.    Eloquent  speech !    Bah !  " 

Let  me  conclude  my  extracts  by  the  comments  of 
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the  Moming  Chronicle.  "  The  ^  nnextiiigaishable  hate ' 
of  Mr.  Disraeli  for  Mr.  O'ConneU  found  vent  last 
night  in  a  maiden  but  not  very  modest  speech,  which 
even  his  nearest  friends  will  tell  him  was  a  ridicnloas 
£Eulnre.  We  call  it  ridicnlons,  because  the  laughter  of 
the  House  was  continually  excited  by  its  extravagance 
of  thought,  phrase,  and  gesture.  The  honourable 
Member  may  in  time  prune  some  of  his  luxuriances, 
and  then  he  may  stand  a  chance  of  being  heard  with 
about  as  much  patience  as  the  House  usually  shows  to 
Mr.  Borthwick.  Last  night  he  was  even  worse  treated 
than  that  ordinarily  ill-used  gentleman,  and  sat  down 
without  being  able  to  complete  his  sentence.'^ 

Two  facts,  finally.  The  speech  was  heard  by  Lord 
Stanley  and  Sir  Robert  PeeL  Lord  Stanley,  who 
immediately  followed  Mr.  Disraeli,  passed  over  the 
speech  of  the  new  Member  with  contemptuous,  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  ungenerous  silence.  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  received  it  with  expressions  of  enthusiastic 
admiration,  very  unusual,  if  not  almost  unprecedented 
in  him.  With  respect  to  this  point,  Mr.  Grant  says, 
^'  it  is  particularly  deserving  of  mention  that  even  Sir 
Bobert  Peel,  who  very  rarely  cheers  any  honourable 
gentleman,  not  even  the  most  able  and  accomplished 
speaker  of  his  own  party,  greeted  Mr.  D'Israeli's  speech 
with  a  prodigality  of  applause  which  must  have  been  very 
trying  to  the  worthy  baronet's  lungs.  Mr.  D'Israeli 
spoke  from  the  second  row  of  benches  immediately 
opposite  the  Speaker's  chair.  Sir  Bobert,  as  usual, 
sat  on  the  first  row  of  benches,  a  little  to  the  left  of 
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Mr.  D'Israeli ;  and  so  exceedingly  anxious  was  the  right 
honourable  baronet  to  enconrage  the  debutant  to  pro- 
ceed, that  he  repeatedly  turned  round  his  head,  and, 
looking  the  youthful  orator  in  the  face,  cheered  him  in 
the  most  stentorian  tones."  * 


*  "British  Senate  in  1838,"  iL  834.  The  picture  which  Mr.  Grant 
gives  of  Mr.  Disraeli  after  his  failure  is  worth  quoting.  "  He  seemed/* 
writes  Mr.  Grant,  "  to  feel  deeply  mortified  at  the  result  of  his  maiden 
effort.  He  sat  the  whole  evening  afterwards — ^namely,  from  ten  till 
two  o'clock  in  the  morning — ^the  very  picture  of  a  disappointed  man. 
He  scarcely  exchanged  a  word  with  any  honourable  gentleman.  He 
did  not  cheer  when  his  party  dieered  Lord  Stanley  and  Sir  Robert 
Peel ;  neither  did  he  laugh  when  they  laughed.  He  folded  his  arms 
on  his  breast  for  a  considerable  part  of  the  evening,  and  seemed  to  be 
wrapped  up  in  his  own  unpleasant  reflections." — Sketches  of  London^ 
new  edition,  168.  Was  it  of  this  mauvais  quart  d^henre  Mr.  Disraeli 
vras  thinking  when  he  spoke  in  one  of  his  works  of  the  "hell  of 
failure  "  t 
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» 


The  reader  who  has  followed  this  narrative  so  far  will 
be  able  to  fullj  appreciate  the  significance  of  the  ntter 
fiasco  in  which  Lord  Beaconsfield's  maiden  speech  ended. 
It  has  been  seen  how  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  for  years 
forced  himself,  in  season  and  oat  of  season,  into  public 
notice^  and  that  he  had  thus  always  occupied  a  promi- 
nent|  if  not  always  a  creditable  place  in  the  public  eye. 
We  know  that  he  had  contrived  to  pick  more  personal 
quarrels  than  almost  any  man  of  his  time,  and  that,  as  a 
consequence^  his  political  opinions  and  political  conduct 
had  been  as  frequently  and  hotly  discussed  as  those  of 
a  leading  Mim'ster. 

The  reader  has  also  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  many  examples  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  given  the 
world  of  overweening  conceit.  He  has  learned  how 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  proclaimed  himself  a  great 
statesman^  a  great  novelist,  and  a  great  poei  The 
feeling  of  the  public  can  then  be  well  understood 
when  the  papers  of  the  day  following  December  7, 

12 
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1837,  were  read.  What  I  had  the  brazen-trumpeted 
boast  of  years  ended  in  that  f 

Moreover,  as  has  also  been  seen,  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
himself  specially  invited  attention  to  this  especial  event 
in  his  life.  In  the  "  Young  Duke,"  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
written — ^^  One  thing  is  clear,  that  a  man  may  speak 
very  well  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  fail  very 
completely  in  the  House  of  Lords.  There  are  two 
distinct  styles  requisite:  I  intend  in  the  course  of 
my  career,  if  I  have  time,  to  give  a  specimen  of  both. 
In  the  Lower  House,  *  Don  Juan '  may  perhaps  be  our 
model;  in  the  Upper  House,  *  Paradise  Lost.'  "* 

But  besides  this  we  have  in  "Vivian  Grey"  the 
toast — "  Mr.  Vivian  Grey,  and  success  to  his  maiden 
speecL"  t  In  another  way,  too,  had  Mr.  Disraeli 
drawn  the  eyes  of  the  world  to  his  maiden  speech. 
In  the  course  of  his  quarrel  with  O'Connell,  he  had 
warned  the  agitator  that  they  would  meet  at  Philippi, 
and  that  then  O'Connell  would  be  properly  punished.^ 
Mr.  Disraeli  took  care  to  remind  his  audience  of  his 
former  boast  by  rising  the  moment  after  O'Connell 
had  sat  down.  The  meeting  at  Philippi  had  taken 
place ;  and  this  ridiculous  and  terrible  failure  had  been 
the  result 

These  facts  are  recapitulated  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  how  inexhaustible  was  the  fund  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  self-conceit  A  man  of  even  ordinary  sensi- 
tiveness would  have  felt  this  catastrophe  so  seriously 
as  to  hide  his  head,  if  not  for  ever,  at  least  for  a  con- 

♦  New  edition,  p.  287.  f  See  antCf  37.         X  See  antCf  110. 


*' HUMBLE,  BUT  FERVENT:'  179 

siderable  period  Not  so  Mr.  Disraeli:  Benen  days 
after  his  first  calamitons  effort,  he  again  addressed  the 
House  of  Commons. 

He  was  wise  enough,  however,  to  alter  his  plan  of 
operations.  In  place  of  making  a  long  and  set  speech, 
he  spoke  but  a  few  sentences,  which  cannot  have 
occnpied  more  than  a  few  minntes  in  delivery.  The 
occasion  was  the  introduction  of  Serjeant  Talfonrd's 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  of  copyright.  Mr.  Disraeli 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

He  spoke  on  but  three  or  four  other  occasions  during 
this  first  session  of  his,  and  always  with  brevity. 

In  the  following  session,  he  adopted  a  somewhat 
bolder  tone ;  his  speeches,  though  not  frequent,  were 
tolerably  long,  and  were  on  leading,  not  subsidiary 
subjects.  He  joined  in  the  opposition  of  the  Con- 
servative party  to  the  wretched  grant  of  £20,000  in 
aid  of  education,  which  Lord  John  Bussell  proposed 
in  1839;  but  signalised  himself  by  going  out  of  the 
beaten  track  of  the  Conservative  orators  into  a  long 
eulogium  of  the  doctrine  of  laissez-faire  in  education. 

Some  time  after  this,  he  delivered  an  address  in 
wfiich  we  find  the  first  germs  of  the  principles  which 
afterwards  became  those  of  the  "Young  England" 
party. 

In  the  course  of  1839  the  Chartists  had  organised 
their  forces  and  formulated  their  demands.  On  the 
14th  of  June  in  that  year,  the  famous  National  Petition 
was  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Disraeli,  on  this  occasion,  preached  the  doctrine 
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that  the  poor  can  only  obtain  their  rights  through 
the  aristocratic  classes  ;  *  and  declared  that  he  was  not 
ashamed  to  say^  however  much  he  disapproved  of  the 
Charter,  he  sympathised  with  the  Chartists. 

Some  critics  have  discovered  a  certain  amount  of 
generosity  in  the  attitude  which  Lord  Beaconsfield 
assumed  on  this  occasion.  It  appears  to  me,  however, 
that  his  friendliness  to  the  Chartists  was  of  a  very  safe 
character.  Of  what  avail  was  it  to  profess  sympathy 
with  these  people  when  he  joined  in  the  rejection  of 
every  single  one  of  their  demands  ? 

Mr.  Disraeli  "  sympathised  with  the  Chartists." 
Well,  the  National  Petition  presented  by  the  Chartists 
demanded  universal  suffrage.  When  Mr.  Hume  pro- 
posed a  motion  in  fevour  of  household  suffrage,  on 
March  21, 1839,  the  gentleman  who  "  sympathised  with 

*  "  Great  duties  could  alone  confer  great  station,  and  the  new  class 
which  had  been  invested  with  political  station  had  not  been  bound  up 
with  the  great  nuut  of  the  people  by  the  exercise  of  social  duties. 
Those  who  thus  possessed  power  without  discharging  its  conditions  and 
duties  were  naturally  anxious  to  put  themselves  to  the  least  possible 
expense  and  trouble.  Having  gained  that  object,  for  which  others 
were  content  to  sacrifice  trouble  and  expense,  they  were  anxious  to 
keep  it  without  any  appeal  to  their  pocket,  and  without  any  cost  of 
their  time."  And  again :  "  He  believed  that  in  this  country  the 
exercise  of  political  power  must  be  associated  with  great  public 
duties."  "  The  English  nation  would  concede  any  degree  of  political 
power  to  a  class  making  simultaneous  advances  in  the  exercise  of  the 
great  social  duties."  "  The  noble  lord  had  answered  the  speech  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  Birmingham,  but  he  had  not  answered 
the  Chartists."  "  They  complained  only  of  the  government  of  the 
middle  class.  They  made  no  attack  on  the  aristocracy,  none  on  the 
Com  Laws,  but  upon  that  newly  enfranchised  constituency ;  not  on 
the  old,  but  upon  that  peculiar  constituency  which  was  the  basis  of 
the  noble  lord's  Government." — Hansard,  July  12, 1839. 
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the  Chartists  "  spoke  and  voted  against  the  motion.  The 
National  Petition  demanded  the  ballot  When^  on 
Jnne  18,  in  this  same  year  of  1839,  Mr.  Grote  proposed 
a  motion  in  favour  of  the  ballot,  Mr.  Disraeli  forgot 
his  sympathy  with  the  Chartists,  and  forgot  as  well  his 
own  vehement  support  of  the  ballot  at  the  Midsummer 
election  in  Wycombe  in  1832,  at  the  December  election 
in  the  same  place  in  the  same  year, — forgot  his  support 
of  the  ballot  in  his  address  to  the  Marvlebone  electors  in 
1833, — and  was  found  in  the  list  of  those  who  went  into 
the  lobby  against  Mr.  Grote.  The  National  Petition 
demanded  annual  Parliaments ;  and  Mr.  Disraeli,  notwith- 
standing his  sympathy  with  the  Chartists,  notwithstand- 
ing his  strong  and  frequent  support  of  Parliaments  of 
shorter  duration, — implied  disapproval. 

But  why  did  Mr.  Disraeli  express  sympathy  with 
the  Chartists  at  all  ?  The  first  explanation  of  his  con- 
duct appears  to  me  that  such  an  attitude  was  singular, 
and  therefore  presented  the  hope  of  notoriety.  It 
probably  likewise  appeared  to  Mr.  Disraeli  that  the 
Chartists,  who  were  then  a  powerful  party,  might  be 
used  for  his  interests  in  some  way  or  other.  They 
belonged  to  what  Conservatives  call  the  mob,  it 
is  true;  but  the  more  insensate  a  political  party  is, 
the  more  foolish  its  aims  and  its  leaders,  the  better 
Lord  Beaconsfield  likes  it.  Vivian  Grey  places  his 
highest  hopes  of  achieving  success  on  the  meanness 
and  the  folly  of  men  ;  and  the  creator  of  Vivian 
Grey  has  justified  these  hopes.  It  is  quite  possible, 
then,  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  may  have  entertained  the 
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idea  of  taming  the  folly  of  Chartism^  as  he  afterwards 
tamed  the  lanacy  of  "  Jingoism/*  to  his  own  accoant. 
But  it  requires  little  reflection  to  see  that  these  pro- 
fessions of  sympathy  were  more  insincere  in  Mr. 
Disraeli  than  in  almost  any  other  man.  I  am  not 
judging  him,  of  course,  by  the  standard  of  the  hour^ 
geois,  who  regards  ^^the  poor  in  a  loomp"  as  bad; 
for,  of  course,  he  has  too  much  intelligence,  and  is  too 
free  from  bigotry  and  ties,  to  have  such  narrow  notions. 
But  what  I  mean  is  that  his  craving  for  title  and 
wealth,  lofty  position  and  splendid  mansions,  necessarily 
exclude  any  true  sympathy  with  the  real  democratic 
spirit,  which  hates  distinctions  of  class,  and  sincerely 
feels  for  the  humiliations  of  the  poor. 

Chartism,  as  everybody  knows,  ended  in  violence. 
A  town  in  Wales  was  taken  possession  of  by  a 
mob ;  *  in  Birmingham  there  was  a  riot  and  blood- 
shed ;  and  in  London,  a  Chartist  Convention  for  some 
time  bearded  the  House  of  Commons.  When  Lord 
John  RusseU  proposed  the  obvious  expedient  of  in- 
creasing the  police  force,  Mr.  Disraeli  joined  in  a 
minority  of  five,  including  tellers,  by  which  the  measure 
was  opposed.  By  his  opposition  to  this  and  a  similar 
measure  subsequently,  Mr.  Disraeli  had  the  good  luck 
to  be  attacked  by  two  members  of  the  Government — 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr.  Fox  Maule, 
then  an  Under-Secretary.  The  latter  gentleman  de- 
scribed Mr.  Disraeli  as  an  ^^  advocate  of  riot  and  con- 
fusion." 

•  Irving:  "Annals  of  Our  Times,"  40. 
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Here  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  given  by  the  enemy  his 
own  choice  of  the  field  of  battle ;  for  what  challenge 
could  better  suit  Lord  Beaconsfield's  purposes  and 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  peculiar  gifts  than  a  challenge  to 
a  combat  in  personal  vituperation  ?  He  retorted  on 
Mr.  Fox  Maule  that  Under-Secretaries  were  "coarse, 
vulgar,  and  ill-bred ; "  and  then,  bringing  m  his  other 
antagonist,  went  on  to  say  that  ^^from  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  an  Under-Secretary  of  State  was 
a  descent  from  the  sublime  to  the  ridiculous,  though . 
the  sublime  was,  on  this  occasion,  rather  ridiculous, 
and  the  ridiculous  rather  trashy."  '^How,"  said  the 
orator,  finally,  "  he  became  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  how  the  Government  to  which  he  belonged  became 
a  Gk)vemment,  it  would  be  diificult  to  tell.  Like  flies 
in  amber,  ^  one  wondered  how  the  devil  they  got 
there.' "  * 

As  the  House  was  about  to  adjourn,  Mr.  Disraeli 
seized  another  opportunity  of  making  a  speech,  in 
which  the  favourite  theme  of  the  necessity  for  an 
alliance  between  the  aristocracy  and  the  Chartists 
was  again  dwelt  upon. 

The  session  of  1840  had  hardly  begun  when  Mr. 
Disraeli  again  demanded  the  attention  of  the  House. 
During  the  recess  a  number  of  changes  had  taken 
place.  Among  other  things,  Mr.  (afterwards  Lord) 
Macaulay  was  made  Secretary  for  War.  On  the  motion 
for  a  new  writ  for  Edinburgh,  in  consequence  of  the 
vacancy  thus  created,  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  a  question  of 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  xzxiz.  740. 
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some  elaboration  and  lengthy  demanded — or  rather 
pr^jedy  for  the  tone  of  the  qnery  is  humble  in  the 
extreme — to  know  the  meaning  of  these  changes.  But 
the  elaboration^  the  length,  and  the  humility  of  the 
interrogation  were  thrown  away.  "No  reply  was 
given,"  says  the  heartless  Hansard.*  "  Motion  agreed 
to."  Mr.  Fox  Maule  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  taken  to  heart  the  lesson  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  taught  them  in  the  previous  session  ;  and  pro- 
bably the  House  was  beginning  to  resent  the  growing 
demands  of  Mr.  Disraeli  on  its  patience.  But  little 
they  knew  Mr.  Disraeli,  if  they  imagined  that  any 
degree  of  snubbing  would  put  him  down. 

He  took  part  in  the  debate  on  Sir  C.  Yarde  BuUer's 
motion  of  want  of  confidence,  speaking  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  as  "  the  Right  Hon.  Baronet  whom  he  was  proud 
to  follow ; "  t  opposed  Mr.  Villers's  motion  in  favour 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  \%  and  supported  Mr. 
Thomas  Duncombe  in  his  appeal  for  better  treatment 
of  the  Chartist  prisoners.  § 

The  events  of  the  succeeding  session  of  1841  called 
upon  Mr.  Disraeli  for  still  greater  efforts,  and  he 
made  them. 

In  the  session  of  1841  Mr.  Disraeli  played  a  very 
prominent  part.  What  was  the  action  of  Mr.  Disraeli  ? 
We  can  answer  that  question  when  we  have  answered 
another — What  action  was  it  the  interest  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  to  take? 

♦  lUd,  3  S.  U.  44.  t  ^'^'  lii-  3S0. 

t  lUd.  726.  §  Ihid,  Iv.  C37. 
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The  Ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne  had  by  this  time 
been  reduced  to  a  state  of  thorough  debility.  The  bills 
brought  it  by  Lord  John  Russell  in  the  House  of 
Commons  were,  usually  carried  by  miserable  majorities 
— majorities  usually  not  reaching  a  dozen.  A  hostile 
House  of  Lords  was  of  course  able  to  reject  measures 
which  the  House  of  Commons  had  so  feebly  supported. 
So  bill  lifter  bill  was  dropped,  and  England  was  ruled 
by  a  Government  that  did  not  govern.  It  was  plain 
that  the  days  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Government  were 
numbered.  The  successor  to  power  was  quite  as 
plainly  indicated  :  beyond  all  question,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  the  rising  sun.  It  behoved  all  those  who  hoped 
for  place  in  the  near  future  to  be  respectful  to  the 
Member  for  Tamworth. 

Of  course,  Mr.  Disraeli  saw  this ;  for,  however 
fantastic,  absurd,  and  unreal  be  his  views  of  other 
things,  he  can  claim  to  have  an  invariably  clear  per- 
ception of  his  own  interests. 

On  May  7,  1841,  began  a  prolonged  and  important 
debate  on  the  sugar  duties.  On  May  14,  Mr.  Disraeli 
spoke.  We  pass  over  such  portions  of  the  speech  as 
argue,  or  profess  to  argue,  the  main  question  as  at 
issue,  and  quote  only  the  passages  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
alludes  to  Sir  Robert  Peel. 

"He  was  surprised,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "that  the 
noble  leader  of  the  Administration  in  this  House  had 
thought  fit  to  impute — ^what?  Faction,  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth.  Whatever  might  be  the 
attributes  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet^  he  never  believed 
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that  faction  would  be  charged  against  him^  and,  of 
all  persons  in  the  world,  it  came  with  the  worst  grace 
from  the  noble  Lord ;  he  was^  of  all  persons^  the  last 
who  should  have  made  it.'** 

And  then  he  proceeded  to  abuse  Sir  Robert  PeeFs 
rival  as  roundly  as  he  had  praised  Sir  Robert  himself. 

The  debate  on  the  Sugar  Duties  still  further  weakened 
the  position  of  the  G^ovemment,  and  strengthened  that 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  So  emboldened  was  the  right 
hon.  baronet  bj  the  turn  things  had  taken,  that  a 
fortnight  afler  he  proposed  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Ministry. 

Watch  the  course  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  He  had 
spoken  in  favour  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  the  debate  on 
the  Sugar  Duties;  but  the  praise  was  comparatively 
mild.  Sir  Robert  Peel  has  now  taken  the  final  step, 
and  is  probably  advancing  to  victory;  the  flattery  must 
evidently  be  put  on  more  thickly  by  a  young  politician 
"  with  expectations." 

''  Placed,"  said  Mr.  DisraeU  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  "  in 
an  age  of  rapid  civilization  and  rapid  transition,  he  had 
adapted  the  practical  character  of  his  measures  to  the 
condition  of  the  times.  When  in  power,  he  had  never 
proposed  a  change  which  he  did  not  carry ;  and  when 
in  opposition,  he  never  forgot  that  he  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Conservative  party."  t 

*'He  had  never  employed,"  Mr.  Disraeli  went  on, 
"  his  influence  for  factious  purposes,  and  had  never  been 
stimulated  in  his   exertions  hy  a  disordered  desire  of 

♦  Ibid,  Iviii.  460.  f  ^^i^-  1^^-  8^6. 
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ootaining  office;  above  all,  he  had  never  carried  himself 
to  the  opposite  benches  bj  making  propositions  hj 
which  he  was  not  ready  to  abide.  Whether  in  or  out 
of  office  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  done  his  best  to 
make  the  settlement  of  the  new  constitution  of  England 
work  for  the  benefit  of  the  present  time  and  of 
posterity/'  * 

After  a  digression  of  vehement  attack  on  the  Govern- 
ment, Mr.  Disraeli  again  turns  to  Sir  Eobert  Peel : 
no  Persian  could  be  a  more  devout  worshipper  of  the 
rising  sun ! 

When  the  division  came  to  be  taken,  the  Government 
was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  one;  and  an  appeal  to 
the  country  was  at  once  decided  upon. 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  wise  in  supporting  Sir  Robert  Peel 
so  strongly  1 

The  Ministers  appeal  to  the  country;  the  battle  of  the 
constituencies  begins;  and  we  shall  hear  how  loudly 
Mr.  Disraeli  preaches  the  gospel  of  Conservatism,  with 
Sir  Robert  Peel  as  its  chief  prophet 

Surely  Sir  Robert  must  do  something  for  him ! 

Before  I  proceed  further,  let  me  make  a  brief  allusion 
to  one  of  the  chief  events  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  life.  Mr. 
Wyndham  Lewis,  who  was  returned,  as  the  reader  will 
remember,  along  with  Mr.  Disraeli  for  Maidstone,  died 
in  the  March  of  1838.  In  the  August  of  the  following 
year — 1839 — Mr.  Lewis's  widow  married  Mr.  Disraeli, 
who  was  then  thirty-five  years  of  age.  Mrs.  Lewis, 
who  possessed  a  large  fortune,  was  fifteen  years  older. 

•  Ihid. 
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Mr.  Disraeli,  for  some  reason  or  other^  did  not 
a£:ain  seek  the  confidence  of  his  Maidstone  constituents 
In  company  with  Mr.  Tomline^  QC.,  he  contested 
Shrewsbury.  He  and  his.  fellow-candidate  made  their 
entrance  into  the  town  on  Monday^  June  14.  From 
the  speech  which  Mr.  Disraeli  made  on  this  occasion,  I 
find  it  necessary  to  make  bnt  one  extract.  I  quote  from 
the  Shrewsbury  Chronicle*  the  Liberal  organ. 

"  He  " — Mr.  Disraeli  is  meant — '*  then  proceeded  to 
astound  his  Tory  hearers  with  the  immense  sacrifice  he 
had  made  for  their  sokes;  namely,  that  he  was  bom  at 
High  Wycombe — a  borough  the  property  of  his  father^ — 
and  that  he  had  been  defeated  there  by  only  15  votes  at 
the  "time  of  the  Reform  mania.  Such  a  favourite  was  he 
t/iercy  that  only  a  week  ago  all  parties  in  the  borough  I 
— Tory,  Whig,  and  Radical ! — had  not  only  offered  to 
place  him  at  the  head  of  the  poll,  but  also  to  return  ANY 
second  member  he  might  name  !  /  .^ " 

Can  Mr.  Disraeli  have  uttered  those  words  ?  I  asked 
myself  in  astonishment  when  I  first  read  them.  As  to 
his  assertion  about  his  place  of  birth,  every  authority  I 
have  consulted  is  agreed  in  saying  that  it  was  London 
— not  High  Wycombe. 

The  assertion  about  his  relations  with  the  people  of 
Wycombe  would  be  as  astounding,  if  we  had  not  been 
made  familiar  by  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  course  of  our 
narrative  with  statements  about  himself  quite  as  strange. 
If  Mr.  Disraeli  were  so  popular  in  High  Wycombe — 
his  native  town  1 — why  did  he  seek  election  at  Shrews- 

♦  June  18, 1841. 
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bury?  Surely  a  man  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  good  sense 
would  have  preferred  certainty  of  success,  even  in  the 
humble  Wycombe,  to  the  glorious  uncertainty  of  the 
larger  Shrewsbury.  Surely  Mr.  Disraeli  knew  that, 
once  elected,  the  member  for  a  small  borough  was, 
cceteris  paribus,  quite  as  influential  as  the  member 
for  a  large  constituency.  And  if  Tamworth  was  good 
enough  for  Sir  Robert  Peel,  was  not  Wycombe  quite 
equal  to  the  dignity  and  the  then  position  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  ? 

And,  again,  if  Wycombe  were  the  property  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  father — if  Wycombe  were  the  birthplace  of 
Mr.  Disraeh — if  all  parties  were  willing  to  place  him  at 
the  head  of  the  poll,  and  any  person  he  chose  to  name 
beside  him,  when  did  this  extraordinary  aflfection  begin? 
Mr.  Disraeli,  the  reader  knows,  stood  for  High  Wycombe 
three  times.  He  stood  for  Wycombe  in  June,  1832  ;  he 
st^od  for  Wycombe  in  December,  1832 ;  he  stood  for 
Wycombe  in  December,  1834 ;  and  Wycombe  on  every 
single  one  of  those  occasions  rejected  him.  Surely  Mr. 
Disraeli  is  misrepresented  by  the  reporter  of  a  hostile 
paper. 

I  turn,  then,  to  another  newspaper — to  the  /SArop- 
ahire  Conservative^  which  at  this  election  is  vehemently 
favourable  to  Conservatism,  and  to  Mr.  Disraeli  as  one 
of  its  exponents  ;  and  I  find  the  very  same  statements 
reported  in  almost  the  very  same  words.* 

*  Here  is  a  quotation  from  the  report  in  the  Shropshire  Qmiervative, 
Jane  19, 1S41 :  "He  well  knew  that  charges  had  l)een  made  against 
himself  personally,  but  he  was  here  to  meet  them,  and  would  meet 
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This  is  not  the  only  instance  'Lord  Beaconsfield 
gave  during  this  election  of — ^what  shall  I  call  it? 
Unwilling  to  employ  ngly  language,  I  resort  to  the 
phrase  "constitutional  inaccuracy."  Well,  then,  for 
another  specimen  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  "  constitutional 
inaccuracy." 

Among  the  signatures  to  the  requisition  inviting  Mr. 
Disraeli  to  stand  for  Shrewsbury,  was  that  of  Dr. 
Kennedy,  head  master  of  the  Shrewsbury  Free  Schools. 
On  the  Tuesday  following  Mr.  Disraeli's  entry  into  the 
town,  the  annual  speech  day  of  those  schools  took  place, 
and  of  course  Dr.  Kennedy,  staunch  Conservative  that 
he  was,  "trotted  out"  the  Conservative  candidates  on 
the  occasion.  We  all  know  the  character  of  speech 
days.    The  guests,  recalled  for  the  moment  to  their  days 

them  with  pleasure,  because  he  was  speaking  to  a  popular  assembly. 
(Cheers.)  They  had  been  made  in  Parliament,  and  industriously  re- 
peated in  provincial  journals.  He  would  quote  the  very  words — that 
some  years  ago,  on  the  hustings  of  his  native  town  (Wycombe,  in 
Buckinghamshire)  it  was  his  fortune  to  have  been  proposed  by  a  Tory 
and  seconded  by  a  BadicaL  He  pleaded  guilty  to  the  charge,  and  he 
would  cheerfully  add  that  if  any  Radical  present  wished  to  support 
him  he  would  be  most  happy  to  receive  their  votes.  (Cheers  and 
laughter.)  But  it  was  said,  secondly,  that  he  had  gone  to  the  poll 
supported  by  Mr.  CConnell.  (Laughter.)  Why,  that  horough  was 
the  property  of  his  father — there  he  teas  horn — there  he  hoped  to  die 
— and  there,  where  every  one  had  known  him  since  infancy,  he  trusted 
that  he  needed  not  the  recommendation  of  any  one.  (Cheers.)  In 
that  borough,  during  the  height  of  the  Reform  mania,  opposing  the 
son  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  was  defeated  by  only  fifteen  votes. 
(Applause.)  Nay^  not  a  week  ago^  all  parties  in  tlie  horough  niet  and 
solicited  him  to  represent  them,  Whigs ^  Radicals,  and  Tories  united 
in  this  reqitestf  and  offered  not  only  to  place  him  at  the  head  of  the 
poll — (Cries  of  *  So  you  shall  be  here ') — bvt  offered  to  return  any 
second  man  he  might  name,  (Cheers.) " 
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of  boyhood  and  yonth,  talk  of  nothing  but  their  school 
or  college.  The  pablic  learns  that  such  a  man^  whom 
it  has  long  known  as  a  successful  lawyer^  wrote  the  best 
Greek  verses  at  Eton  ;  that  this  other  man^  who  is  now 
a  grave  politician^  rowed  ^^  stroke ''  at  Oxford^  and  so 
on. 

The  speech  day  at  Shrewsbury  School  on  this  15  th 
June^  1841,  was  like  that  in  other  schools  at  other 
times.  Thus  Dr.  Kennedy,  who  presides^  proposes  the 
health  of  Mr.  Tomline,  Mr.  Disraeli's  colleague,  as 
'^a  gentleman  educated  at  Eton;''  and  Mr.  Tomline, 
naturally,  in  reply,  declares  that  ^^  as  a  pupil  of  Eton 
school  he  felt  proud  of  its  good  name,  and  gloried  in 
the  honours  obtained  by  its  scholars." 

Now,  the  reader  can  understand  the  embarrassing 
position  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  was  placed  on  this 
occasion.  One  of  his  biographers*  has  remarked  that 
he  was  never  an  inmate  of  the  aristocratic  schools  or 
universities  in  which  he  always  places  his  heroes.  And 
this  fact  has  been  fully  set  out  in  the  second  chapter 
of  this  book.  Here,  then,  was  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  never 
had  been  at  one  of  the  fashionable  schools,  called  upon 
to  speak  among  those  fashionable  scholars.  What  was 
he  to  do?  Confess?  No:  it  was  not  Mr.  Disraeli's 
habit  to  ever  acknowledge  any  fact  that  would  tend 
to  show  that  he  was  not  quite  as  aristocratic  as  any 
of  his  neighbours.  Mr.  Disraeli  preferred  to  be  "  con- 
stitutionally inaccurate." 

"  The  chairman,"  says  the  report,  "  then  proposed 

♦  J.  C.  JeaflEreson,  **  Novels  and  Novelists." 
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the  health  of  Mr.  Benjamin  D'lsraeli^  as  a  Winchelser 
scholar."  * 

Now,  as  everybody  knows,  there  is  a  fashionable 
school  at  Winchester;  and  the  chairman  plainly  im- 
plied that  Mr.  Disraeli  had  been  a  scholar  of  this 
fashionable  school.  If  we  talk  of  a  man  as  an  Eton 
scholar,  we,  of  coarse,  mean  that  he  was  a  scholar 
of  the  great  pablic  school  of  the  town,  and  not  of  a 
school  under  private  management,  which  may  happen 
to  be  in  the  same  place.  And  the  same  thing  holds 
good  of  Winchester.  Therefore,  when  Dr.  Kennedy 
— instructed,  of  course,  by  Mr.  Disraeli — called  that 
gentleman  a  Winchester  scholar,  he  meant  that  he 
was  educated  at  the  great  public  school.  But  all  the 
authorities  we  have  consulted  agree  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  Kiot  educated  at  the  great  public  school  in  Win- 
chester, but  at  a  private  school  there  I 

Nor  should  I  pass  over  the  reply  Mr.  Disraeli  made  to 
the  proposal  of  his  health  as  a  "Winchelser  scholar;" 
for  he  managed  to  pay  an  extravagant  compliment  to 
poor  Dr.  Kennedy  and  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  represent  himself  as  on  terms  of  touching 
intimacy  with  the  Conservative  chief.  In  fact,  to 
believe  Mr.  Disraeli  during  this  Shrewsbury  campaign, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  he   stood  to  each  other  almost 

♦  So  Mr.  Disraeli  is  described  in  the  report  of  the  Shreivshury 
News  (Saturday,  June  19th,  1841),  probably  through  a  misprint. 
The  report  of  the  Salopian  Journal  (W^ednesday,  June  16th,  1841) 
appears  more  accurate.  It  writes:  "The  health  of  Mr.  Disraeli, 
M.P.,  was  next  given  in  connexion  with  Winchester  Schools,  where 
he  had  been  educated," 
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in  the  tender  relation  of  political  father  and  son.  Tho 
loving  Peel  is  constantly  advising  young  Mr.  Disraeli, 
chiding  his  innocent  gambols,  and  patting  his  little 
head ;  and  the  affectionate  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  return, 
looks  up  to  Peel  with  reverenfc  eyes,  humbly  begs 
his  counsel,  mildly  accepts  his  rebukes,  and  proudly 
tells  him  of  his  own  little  triumphs. 

"  Vivian  Grey  "  at  thirty-seven  had,  in  fact,  become 
a  confiding  boy. 

"It  was  a  singular  circumstance,  too,"  said  Mr. 
Disraeli,  "that  during  the  last  great  debate  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  on  the  education  of  the  people, 
the  greatest  statesman  of  his  age,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  had 
placed  in  his  hand  the  letter  of  Dr.  Kennedy  on  that 
important  subject,  and  recommended  him  to  study  it 
carefully  as  a  guide  which  way  to  vote.* 

AU  the  papers  of  the  period  are  agreed  in  repre- 
senting Shrewsbury  as  most  corrupt ;  and  this  led  to 
a  violent  and  prolonged  controversy  as  to  the  state  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  finances.  One  of  the  consequences  of 
this  was  that  he  was  challenged  by  Mr.  William 
Yardley,  who  took  a  prominent  part  in  this  dispute; 
and  both  he  and  Mr.  Yardley  were  bound  over  to 
keep  the  peace.f 

In  this  election  we  find  Lord  Beaconsfield's  late  wife 


•  Shrewsbury  News  (June  19,  1841). — This  Dr.  Kennedy,  whom 
Mr.  Disraeli  so  compliments,  had,  according  to  the  Shrewsbury 
Chronicle,  about  a  year  previously  assisted  in  getting  up  a  petition 
against  the  removal  of  Jewish  disabilities. 

f  Salopian  Jmimal,  June  80,  1841. 
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give  proof  of  that  wifely  devotion  for  which  she  will 
always  be  remembered  with  deejp  respect. 

^^His*' — Mr.  Disraeli's — "wife  assists  at  his  can- 
vass/' writes  the  Globe j^  "  with  all  the  energy  of 
despair." 

And  thus — with  a  certain  touch  of  malice— another 
Liberal  journal  refers  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  share  in  the 
election :  "  At  the  conclusion  of  their  harangues,  Mrs. 
D'Israeli  was  introduced  to  the  crowd  by  Mr.  Burton, 
and  her  successful  canvass  was  rewarded  by  reiterated 
cheers."  t 

Of  the  nomination  T  need  only  mention  one  incident 
On  this  occasion,  for  the  first  time  so  far  as  I  have 
seen,  Lord  Beaconsfield  displayed  his  crest,  and  the 
now  well-known  motto,  Forti  nihil  difficile.  On  this 
motto  the  rival  journals  make  different  comments. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Tory  organ,  t  it  "  was  taken  as 
indicative  of  the  character  of  the  honourable  candi- 
date." "  There  were  several  flags  on  the  Tory  side," 
writes  the  Liberal  journal, §  "some  of  them  rather 
tastefully  ornamented,  and  one  bearing  a  surprising 
proof  of  the  industry  and  research  of  Norry  King-at- 
Arms — namely,  a  thing  that  purposed  to  be  the  crest 
of  D'Israeli ! !  I  and  bearing  beneath  it  the  motto 
^  Forti  nihil  difficile,'  which,  being  translated,  means 
that  the  impudence  of  some  men  sticks  at  nothing." 

The  polling  took  place  on   June  28  and   29.     The 

•  June  26, 1841. 

t  Shrewsbury  Chronicle ^  July  2,  1841. 
X  Salopian  Journal,  June  30,  1841. 
§  Shrewsbury  JVews,  July  3,  1841. 
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result  of  the  poll  was  the  return  of  Mr.  Tomline  and 
Mr.  Disraeli. 

Mr.  Disraeli's  election  was  celebrated,  of  course,  by  a 
dinner,  and  the  report  of  his  speech  on  the  occasion  is 
strange  reading  nowadays.  The  speech  was  one  long 
and  fulsome  eulogium  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Before  the 
sight  of  Peel's  dazzling  greatness,  Mr.  Disraeli  professes 
to  stand  aghast:  there  never,  in  fact,  was  such  a  wonder 
of  a  man.  Amid  ^^  the  tumult  of  faction  and  popular 
malice,"  when  "  public  feeling  was  excited  to  a  state  of 
frenzy,"  Peel,  preserving  his  colossal,  calm,  and  gigantic  ■ 
sense,  "laid  the  great  foundation  of  the  great  Con- 
servative party."  Peel  was  "a  great  man;"  his 
"talents  "  were  "  great; "  his  "  foresight"  "  matchless." 
And  Mr.  Disraeli  also  favours  us  with  another  scene 
in  the  pretty  little  domestic  drama,  in  which  Peel  plays 
the  benignant  father  and  Mr.  Disraeli  the  duteous 
child.  For  it  is  pointed  out,  as  a  marvellous  coin- 
cidence, that  "  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  returned  to  Par- 
liament on  the  same  day  on  which  two  of  his  humble 
hut  fervent  supporters  had  been  returned  by  the  electors 
of  Shrewsbury."  But  there  is  something  still  better 
than  this;  for  Mr.  Disraeli  went  on  to  state  that  the 
moment  he  was  elected  he  hastened  to  personally 
communicate  the  fact  to  the  great  man. 

"  On  the  day  of  election,  at  twelve  o'clock,  he  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  had  the  satisfaction  of  writing  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel  to  inform  him  the  electors  of  Shrewsbury  had 
done  their  duty.  (Cheers.)  If  that  intelligence  had 
reached   the   hon.  baronet  on   the  hustings,  he   (Mr. 
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Disraeli)  was  certain  it  would  have  revived  his  hopes, 
and  added  to  his  confidence,  to  know  the  ancient  town 
of  Shrewsbury  had'  responded  to  his  call.  (Loud 
cheers.) "  * 

It  is  tolerably  certain  that  the  public  newspapers 
would  have  informed  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  the  result 
of  the  Shrewsbury  election  quite  as  soon  as  he  cared 
to  know.  There  was,  therefore,  no  necessity  for  this 
letter,  unless  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
been  on  terms  of  such  close  and  such  friendly  intimacy 
that  their  respective  fortunes  were  a  matter  of  keen 
interest  to  each  other.  What  would  Lord  Beacon  sfield 
think  of  one  of  his  "  humble  but  fervent  supporters," 
who,  at  a  general  election,  put  him  to  the  trouble  of 
reading  in  a  letter  news  which  he  might  learn  at  his 
club,  or  from  his  newspaper?  We  can  imagine  the 
cynic  smile  with  which  the  author  of  "  Vivian  Grey  " 
would  peruse  such  a  plain  intimation  that  there  was 
somebody  who  was  badly  in  want  of  something, 
and  who,  to  gain  that  end,  was  willing  to  do  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  flunkeyish  worship  of  the 
powerful. 

But  what  makes  this  act  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  the  more 
remarkable  is  that  not  only  were  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
he  not  on  terms  of  close  friendship,  but  that,  in  all 
probability,  the  Conservative  chief  kept  his  "humble 
but  fervent  *'  supporter  at  a  very  long  arm's  length. 
Subsequent  events  will  pretty  clearly  show  that  even  at 
this  period  Sir  Robert  Peel  disliked  Mr.  Disraeli;  and 

♦  Shropshire  Conseroative^  July  3, 1841. 
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Mr.  Disraeli  was  too  keen  a  man,  and  too  alive  to  his 
own  interests,  not  to  know  who  loved  and  who  loved 
him  not.  It  is  very  likely,  then,  that  he  was  perfectly 
aware  that  he  was  not  an  object  of  liking  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  It  is  bad  enough  to  force  oneself,  by  means  of 
abject  flattery,  on  the  attention  of  any  man;  but  to  do 
this  on  a  man  whom  you  know  to  be  your  enemy, 
shows  a  more  than  ordinary  degree  of  thickness  of  skin 
and  bluntness  of  feeling.  But  that  is  the  way  these 
coarse-grained  and  pushing  men  of  the  world  get  on. 
What  do  they  care  for  your  significant  frowns  and  your 
pained  shrinking  away?  You  are  weak,  or  good- 
natured;  hate  to  be  bored,  or  don't  like  to  look  unkind; 
and  so  the  rude  and  calculating  obtruder  of  self  forces 
you  to  his  wishes,  and  uses  you  to  his  ends. 

Before  passing  from  this  part  of  my  narrative, 
let  me  make  a  few  brief  observations  on  some  of  the 
literary  productions  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  during  the 
period  the  political  history  of  which  I  have  just  given. 
In  1837  he  published  "Henrietta  Temple"  and 
"  Venetia."  "  Henrietta  Temple  "  is  a  love  story,  and 
has  received  a  large  amount  of  praise  even  from  some 
critics  who  otherwise  have  little  to  say  in  favour  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  literary  skill.  Indeed,  one  of  those 
writers  has  gone  so  far  as  to  declare  it  to  be  one  of 
the  most  charming  love  tales  in  the  language.  This 
appears  to  me  a  most  extraordinary  verdict  The  story- 
is  exaggerated,  hysterical,  and  long-drawn-out.  Many 
of  the  scenes  remind  one  of  the  stilted  rhetoric  in 
which  the   lovers  of  some  antiquated    novelists  used 
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to  indalgc ;  and  others  bear  a  resemblance  to  the  more 
modern  fiction  of  which  the  Family  Herald  is  the 
best  type.  The  book  is  inscribed  to  Count  D'Orsay, 
who,  under  a  fictitious  name,  figures  as  one  of  the 
characters. 

"Venetia,"  Lord  Beaconsfield  dedicated  to  Lord 
Lyndhurst.  In  his  preface  he  announces  his  intention 
to  be  "  to  shadow  forth,  though  ^  as  in  a  glass  darkly/ 
two  of  the  most  renowned  and  refined  spirits  that 
have  adorned  these  our  latter  days."  The  "  renowned 
and  refined  "  spirits  are  Shelley  and  Byron,  the  former 
of  whom  is  described  under  the  name  of  Marmion 
Herbert,  and  the  latter  under  that  of  Lord  Cadurcis. 
This  was  certainly  an  extremely  ambitious  attempt,  and 
the  courage  of  Mr.  Disraeli  went  so  far  that,  in  order 
to  make  his  picture  of  these  two  remarkable  men  more 
real,  he  wrote  some  poetry  meant  to  pass  as  theirs.  It 
certainly  required  all  Lord  Beaconsfield's  boldness  to 
attempt  to  produce  verses  equal  to  those  of  two  of 
the  most  extraordinary  poetic  geniuses  that  have  ever 
appeared  in  English  or  in  any  other  literature.  The 
effort,  as  might  be  expected,  is  creditable  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  courafjo  onlv.  The  verses  bear  the  same 
resemblance  to  the  poems  of  Shelley  and  Byron  as 
the  rhymes  of  a  clever  schoolboy  who  had  diligently 
learnt  the  images  most  common  in  poetic  writing,  and 
was  not  devoid  of  the  tricks  of  "jingling  sounds." 
However,  a  man  who  was  bold  enough  to  class  his 
bathetic  and  impotent  epic  with  the  productions  of 
Homer,  Virgil,  Dante,  and  Milton,  might  be  excused  for 
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indolging  in  the  minor  ambition  of  writing  poetry  eqi\al 
to  that  of  the  authors  of  "  Queen  Mab  "  and  "  Don 
Juan.'' 

The  reader  will  also  see  how  like  real  life  Mr.  Disraeli's 
conception  of  these  two  men  was,  when  he  learns  that 
Shelley  is  made  a  distinguished  general  in  the  American 
war  of  independence,  and  Byron  an  active  political 
intriguer  during  the  period  subsequent  to  the  Coalition 
Ministry  of  Lord  North !  "  Venetia  "  is  indeed  a  very 
mediocre  performance ;  and  in  reading  some  of  its  pages 
of  dreary  inanity — its  long-drawn-out  descriptions  of 
the  most  commonplace  occurrences,  its  unspeakably 
vapid  conversations, — one  does  not  know  whether  to 
swear  or  smile,  when  one  compares  the  pitiful  result 
with  the  impudently  bold  project.  Occasionally  Lord 
Beaconsfield  is  successful  in  imitating  something  of 
the  affected  cynicism  and  gay  flippancy  with  which 
Lord  Byron  used  to  talk  and  write ;  but  the  author  of 
"  Don  Juan  "  would  have  smiled  in  derision  or  raved 
in  fury  had  he  been  able  to  read  the  commonplace  and 
poor  stuff  which  his  delineator  puts  into  his  mouth. 
Marmion  Herbert  is  still  more  unlike  the  character  it 
attempts  to  portray ;  and  if  it  had  any  resemblance  to 
Shelley,  we  should  take  him  to  have  been  a  poor  crea- 
ture who  was  given  to  very  prolix  harangues  and  to 
very  washy  sentiment. 

Happily  for  both  Byron  and  Shelley,  we  know  too 
much  of  their  natures  and  lives  to  take  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  wretched  caricatures  as  in  the  least  degree 
resembling  them.     But  if  posterity  were  to  think  of 
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them  as  being  such  as  are  imaged  forth  in  "  Venetia/' 
they  might,  even,  in  their  homes  beyond  the  skies, 
wring  their  hands  over  the  joy  of  the  Philistines  whom 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  so  triumphantly  avenged,  and  the 
wild  delight  of  Little  Bethel,  whose  worst  judgments 
on  Shelley  and  Byron  Lord  Beaconsfield's  portraits 
would  justify. 

Undeterred  by  the  conspicuous  failure  of  "Venetia," 
Lord  Beaconsfield  two  years  after  announced  another 
project  equally  ambitious.  In  that  year  he  published 
"  Alarcos,"  which,  in  the  dedication  to  Lord  Francis 
Egerton,  he  calmly  described  as  ^'  an  attempt  to  con- 
tribute to  the  revival  of  English  tragedy."  The  work 
that  was  to  perform  this  great  exploit  was  scarcely 
heard  of  after  its  production,  and  would  by  this  time 
have  been  completely  forgotten,  were  it  not  for  the 
political  eminence  to  which  its  author  has  attained. 
But  even  the  adventitious  accessory  of  the  writer^s  rank 
could  not  give  it  even  the  semblance  of  life.  When 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  Prime  Minister  for  the  first  time, 
an  enterprising  manageress  thought  it  might  draw. 
It  was  not,  however,  in  any  of  the  theatres  identified 
either  with  the  classic  drama  or  refined  comedy,  or 
with  anything  whatever  of  even  a  decent  reputation, 
that  Mr.  Disraeli's  work  was  produced.  This  attempt 
to  revive  English  tragedy — this  dramatic  masterpiece 
of  the  chief  ruler  of  this  vast  empire — made  its  appear- 
ance on  the  boards  of  a  house  devoted  to  tame  elephants 
and  chained  lions,  waltzing  horses,  performing  monkeys, 
and  the  equestrian  drama ;   but  even  in  this  humble 
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asyltun  of  the  houseless  playwright,  "  Alarcos "  was 
laughed  off  the  stage  after  a  few  nights. 

It  is  not  uninstructive  to  pause  for  a  moment  to  con- 
trast the  difference  in  the  verdict  pronounced  upon  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  political  and  that  on  his  literary  and 
dramatic  achievements.  Pretentious  inanity  can  make 
muddle-headed  agriculturist  or  dining  alderman  admire 
and  cheer,  but  it  cannot  obtain  a  decent  run  for  the 
worthless  drama  of  even  a  Prime  Minister.  The  arbiters 
of  literature,  too,  are  happily  of  somewhat  brighter 
material  than  the  fatuous  aristocrat,  or  the  dull  farmer, 
or  the  rabid  Jingo  that  lift  political  impostors  to  power. 
In  the  world  of  literature,  as  in  the  world  of  politics. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  has  sought  to  succeed  by  continu- 
,  ally  shouting  at  the  top  of  his  voice  that  of  all  literary 
men  he  was  the  greatest.  But  literary,  unlike  political 
arbiters  have  refused  to  take  him  at  his  own  exag- 
gerated estimate  of  his  powers;  and  by  them,  the 
writer  who  ranked  his  epic  beside  that  of  Homer, 
Virgil,  Dante,  and  Milton,  who  saw  in  his  ''  Alarcos  " 
a  revival  of  the  English  drama,  and  who  places  his 
novels  among  the  highest  efforts  of  the  human  mind, 
is  consigned  to  the  region  of  poetasters,  wrecked 
playwrights,  and  fifth-rate  novelists.* 

*  It  was  not  an  English  theatrical  anthority  that  ventured  to  pnt 
"  Ala];!C08  "  on  the  stage  ;  this  bold  exploit  was  reserved  to  what  the 
PaH  Mall  Gazette  (July  29,  1868,)  calls  a  "venturesome  American 
actress,  one  Miss  Agnes  Cameron."  For  an  excellent  critique  of  the 
tragedy  itself,  see  the  number  of  the  Pall  Mall  Gazette  just  quoted ; 
the  issue  of  August  3,  following,  gives  a  most  amusing  description  of 
how  the  play  was  **  damned." 
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CHAPTER  IX. 

YOUNG  ENGLAND. 

When  Parliament  reassembled  afler  the  general  election, 
there  coald  be  no  doubt  that  the  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne  was  in  a  minority.  The  Conservative 
leader  at  once  took  decisive  action,  and,  a  few  nights 
after  the  opening  of  the  session,  proposed  a  want  of  con- 
fidence motion.  In  the  ensuing  debate,  Mr.  Disraeli, 
of  course,  was  one  of  the  speakers. 

During  the  election,  Protection  and  Free  Trade 
were  one  of  the  many  issues  contested,  and  the  Whig 
Cabinet  had  not  obscurely  hinted  that  they  were 
ready  to  make  some  advances  in  the  direction  of  Free 
Trade.  The  body  of  the  Conservative  party,  of  course, 
still  adhered  to  Protection ;  but  their  discreet  leader 
had  taken  care  to  leave  himself  unpledged  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Disraeli,  naturally,  took  the  cue  from  his  leader. 
His  speech,  therefore,  on  Peel's  motion,  was  directed 
to  show  two  things  :  (1)  that  Free  Trade  was  not  a 
monopoly  of  the  Whigs ;  and  (2)  that  a  Ministry  under 
Sir  Robert  Peel  would   be  far  more   likely  to  carry 
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efEcient  Free  Trade  measures  then  the  Ministry  of 
Lord  Melbourne.  Such  a  line  of  argument,  however 
inconsistent  with  Mr.  Disraeli's  expression  of  opinions 
on  the  same  question  a  few  years  later,  was  yet  in 
perfect  consistency  with  his  general  plan  of  private 
and  public  life.  The  chief  article  of  his  own  creed  of 
conduct  was  that  he  should  flatter  those  who  could  be 
useful  to  him,  and  Peel  was  one  of  those.  His  chief 
article  of  belief  on  the  conduct  of  political  parties  was 
that  the  Tories  should  filch  all  the  cries  and  measures 
of  the  Liberals.  Free  Trade  had  the  appearance,  in 
1841,  of  becoming  a  popular  cry,  which  might  be  taken 
up  very  advantageously  by  a  political  party.  And 
Mr.  Disraeli  may  have  thought  that  the  Free  Traders 
might  be  used  for  Tory  purposes,  just  as  he  had 
formerly  thought  that  the  Radicals  and  the  Chartists 
could  be  played  off  against  the  Whigs.  Mr.  Disraeli, 
of  course,  had  taken  very  good  care  to  watch  Peel's 
conduct  during  the  elections ;  and  a  keen  observer  like 
him  would  not  fail  to  observe  that  Peel's  reticence  on 
the  subject  pointed  to  the  probability  of  his  proposing 
Free  Trade  measures.  The  influence  of  those  ideas 
may  be  easily  traced  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech. 

He  began  by  completely  denying  that  the  policy  of 
Free  Trade  would  be  retarded  by  the  accession  of  a 
Tory  Ministry.  The  Tories,  not  the  Whigs,  he  con- 
tended, were  the  true  Free  Traders.  "Why,"  he 
exclaimed,  "  the  progress  of  commercial  reform,  was  only 
arrested   by  the  Reform  Jc^"*      That  is  to  say,  the 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  lix.  173. 
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movement  in  favour  of  Free  Trade  would  have  been 
advanced  by  the  virtuous  Tories,  had  not  the  wicked 
Whigs  intervened  with  their  Reform  Bill. 

Then  he  went  on  to  make  another  and  perhaps  still 
more  important  declaration.  It  will  afterwards  be 
found  that  one  of  the  main  assertions  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
philippics  against  Peel  was  that  the  Conservative  chief 
had  been  elected  as  the  champion  of  Protection.  Mr. 
Disraeli  also  was  most .  distinct  in  declaring  over  and 
over  again  that  he  himself  had  been  returned  to  Par- 
liament as  an  advocate  of  Protection.  Such  was  his 
representation  of  the  1841  election  in  1846 :  mark 
what  his  representation  of  it  was  in  1841. 

"No  man  could  pretend,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "that 
the  late  dissolution  of  Parliament,  or  the  want  of 
confidence  which  the  country  had  expressed  in  the 
Government,  was  in  consequence  of  any  sympathy  in 
respect  of  the  import  duties;  but  it  was  because  the 
Government  was  weak — inefficient — incapable  of  carry- 
ing those  jneasures  which  they  themselves  believed  to  he 
necessary  for  the  country,^"*  * 

Can  anything  be  plainer  than  the  meaning  of  this 
passage?  What  can  it  mean  but  this — that  the  verdict 
of  the  constituencies  had  gone  against  the  Whigs, 
and  in  favour  of  the  Conservatives,  not  because  the 
Whigs  were  in  favour  of  Free  Trade,  but  because 
they  could  not  carry  such  efficient  Free  Trade  measures 
as  the  Conservatives  ?  t 

♦  Ibid.  174. 

f  It  is  not  necessary  to  overload  my  text  with  quotations  in  proof 
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There  is  another  passage  in  this  speech  which  it  may 
be  worth  while  to  notice.  In  the  "Vindication,"  one 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  favourite  ideas  was  that  the  power  of 
the  Crown  had  been  unduly  diminished.  This  is  an 
opinion,  which — as  will  soon  be  seen — he  took  the 
trouble  of  preaching  in  several  books,  and  which  was 
one  of  the  main  principles  of  a  political  school  he 
founded.  And  this  is  an  opinion  w^hich^  as  Lord 
Beaconsfield  and  Prime  Minister,  he  carried  into  most 
daring  and  far-reaching  practice  when  he  annexed 
Cyprus  and  assumed  the  protectorate  of  Asia  Minor. 
It  will  not  be  forgotten  that  he  justified  the*  execution 
of  these  extraordinary  measures  without  the  consent  of 
Parliament  by  pointing,  among  other  things,  to  the 
confidence  of  the  Sovereign  in  him  and  his  adminis- 
tration. Well,  during  the  election  of  1841,  as  during 
the  election  of  1837,  and  in  the  debates  in  Parliament 
afterwards,  the  notorious  preference  of  the  Queen  for 
the  Cabinet  of  Lord  Melbourne  was  brought  forward  as 
an  argument  in  favour  of  Whig  candidates.  Mark  how 
Lord  Beaconsfield  commented  on  the  carrying  out 
of  his  own  principles  by  other  persons.  He  declared 
that   in   former    times,    "when,   if  the   name   of  the 

of  this  interpretation  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  position  in  1841  ;  but  I  will 
append  one  more.  It  follows  the  one  just  given.  "This,  then," 
Mr.  Disraeli  went  on,  "  brought  him  to  the  consideration  of  the  real 
question  before  the  House  :  the  queption  was,  not  whether  the  pro- 
posed  measures  were  necessary,  but  whether  a  discussion  (f  those 
measures  ought  to  be  invited  or  entered  upon  under  the  auspices  of 
the  present  possessor*  of  o^ci4tl  power ." — Hansard,  lix.  174.  Among 
the  measures  of  the  Ministry  was  a  reduction  of  the  dutj  on  Com  to 
eight  shillings. 
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Sovereign  had  been  mentioned  as  lately  it  had  fre- 
quently been  used  and  resorted  to  in  the  House  in 
order  to  control  and  influence  Parliament,  such  an 
attempt  would  have  been  held  up  to  public  scorn  and 
indignation^  * 

Then  he  went  on  to  denounce  with  violence  the  idea 
of  a  Minister  defying  the  House  of  Commons  "by 
declaring  the  Government  was  supported  by  the 
Crown."  Such  language  amounted  to  "profaning  the 
name  of  the  Sovereign,  as  if  the  Majesty  of  England 
was  a  second  candidate  upon  some  paltry  polL^ 

The  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Government 
was  carried  by  the  enormous  majority  of  90,  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  called  to  power.  We  have  seen  the 
pains  Mr.  Disraeli  had  taken  to  please  the  Conservative 
leader;  how  slavishly  he  had  flattered  him  in  the 
'^  Runnymede "  letters  ;  how  loudly  he  had  sung  his 
praises  on  the  hustings ;  how  incessant  he  was  in 
defending  him  from  every  assault  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  have  seen  how  he  had  even  con- 
descended to  write  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  his  success 
at  Shrewsbury.  Vain  labour  I  Sir  Robert  Peel  would 
have  none  of  him.  When  the  list  of  the  Ministry  was 
made  out,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  nominated  even  te  an 
Under-Secretaryship. 

However  poignant  may  have  been  Mr.  DisraeJ's 
disappointment,  he  was  able  for  the  present  te  com- 
pletely conceal  his  feelings.  He  continued  to  work 
with  undiminished  industry,  and  he  continued  to  lau.l 

*  Hansard,  lix.  176.  +  Ibid.  176. 
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Sir  Bobert  Peel  with  unabated  zeal.  On  March  89 
1842,  he  delivered  a  long  and  clever  speech,  filled 
with  spicy  personalities,  and  making  an  impracticable 
proposal  to  unite  the  diplomatic  and  consular  services.^ 
Some  of  his  attacks  on  individuals  were  unjust  and 
ungenerous,  and  drew  down  upon  hun  a  biting  rebuke 
from  Lord  Palmerston.  Lord  Palmerston  added  sting 
to  his  remarks  by  twitting  Mr.  Disraeli  with  his  dis- 
appointed hopes  of  office,  t  Mr.  Disraeli,  of  course, 
had  no  scruples  then,  or  at  any  other  period  of  his 
life,  in  assailing  individuals,  so  long  as  he  thus 
made  his  speech  more  palatable ;  and  he  replied  to 
the  sarcasm  of  Lord  Palmerston  with  sarcasm  quite  as 

effective.  J 

It  was  much  more  disappointing  to  him  to  find  his 

•  Hansard,  Ixi.  219. 

+  "The  hon.  gentleman,"  said  Lord  Palmerston,  "had  indeed 
affirmed  the  general  principle  that  political  adherents  oaght  to  be 
rewarded  by  appointments,  and  he  regretted  to  observe  an  exception 
to  that  role  in  the  person  of  the  hon.  member  himself.  After  the 
proof,  however,  of  talent  and  ability  which  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
affoirded,  althongh,  perhaps,  not  of  great  industry  in  getting  up  the 
details  of  his  case,  he  trusted  that  before  the  end  of  the  session 
the  Goyemment  would  overlook  the  slight  want  of  industry  for  the 
sake  of  the  talent,  and  that  the  House  would  see  the  maxim  of  the 
hon.  member  practically  appUed  to  his  own  case." — Hansard,  Ixi. 
264. 

J  Thus  Mr.  Disraeli  replied  to  this  taunt :  "  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  replyi 
said  that  he  must  offer  his  acknowledgments  to  the  noble  viscount 
for  his  courteous  aspirations  for  his  political  promotion.  8ach 
aspirations  from  such  a  quarter  must  be  looked  upon  as  suspicious. 
The  noble  viscount  was  a  consummate  master  of  the  subject ;  and  if 
the  noble  viscount  would  only  impart  to  him  the  secret  by  which  he 
bad  >>itwiip.]f  contrived  to  retain  office  during  seven  successive  adminis- 
trations, the  present  debate  would  certainly  not  be  without  a  result." 
'Hansard,  Ixi.  280. 


.  .  ......<'.-•'<  Ill     i'n«ii  i\/ 1    <i'<iiiii''    >>iiii  iiH*  v()ri 

I'    s[»(M'i-]i    wliicli   lie   (I'livcri'il    oil    tlii>    ()>'c;i<i< 
other  occiisions  during   this  session,  are   soi 
onishing.     In  those  speeches  Free  Trade   d< 
5  distinctly  enunciated,  and  the  policy  of  1846- 
imed  to  fall  upon  the  political  world  like  a  i 
»ud — is  clearly  foreshadowed.     Thus,  in  the  c( 
s  speech  of  February,  he  bursts  forth  frequen 
itences  which  are  as  distinct  an  enunciation  < 
ide  doctrines  as  we  could  find  in  the  addn 
•.  Cobden.    "/<  w,"  he  exclaims,  "  utterly  heyo\ 
oeVy  and  a  rnere  delusion^  to  say  tliaty  by  any  dut 
otherwise,  you  can  guarantee  a  certain  price  to  i 
cer.    It  is  beyond  the  reach  of  the  Legislature.^^  ^ 
another  place  he  cries  out,  "/  believe  that 
.eral  pnnciple  of  Free  Trade  there  is  now  ni 
^erence  of  opinion,  and  that  all  agree  in    the  . 
e  tliat  we  should  purchase  in  the  cheapest  rnarl 
I  in  tlie  dearestJ*^ 
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The  duty  was  removed  of  more  than  a  hundred  and  fifty 
articles  of  food^*  among  them  bacon  and  ham.  But  this 
was  not  the  part  which  showed  most  the  boldness  of  Peel. 
He  dared  also  to  interfere  with  the  three  commodities  in 
which  the  Protectionists  were  most  deeply  interested. 
The  duty  on  live  cattle,  from  being  prohibitive,  was 
reduced  to  £1  per  head ;  fresh  beef,  which  also  was 
practically  excluded  from  the  home  market  by  the  high 
tax,  was  admitted  at  8«.  per  hundredweight;  and  the 
duty  on  com — on  com,  the  very  heart  and  essence  of 
the  Protectionist  interest — was  reduced  by  considerably 
more  than  one-half  I  f 

The  effect  of  those  proposals  on  the  supporters  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  also  plainly  indicates  that  they  were  essen- 
tially regarded  as  a  partial  adoption  of  Free  Trade,  and 
a  partial  abandonment  of  Protection.  They  produced  a 
split  in  the  Cabinet,  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  retiring 
from  his  office ;  and  they  were  "  not  effected,"  to  use 
Peel's  own  words,  "  without  great  murmuring  and  some 
open  opposition  to  the  Government  on  the  part  of  many 

*  Prentice,  **  History  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  League,"  i.  334. 

f  Sir  Robert  Peel  thus  himself  described  the  changes  made  by  his 
sliding  scale:  *'When  corn  is  at  59«.  and  under  60«.,  the  duty  at 
present  is  27«.  8J.  When  com  is  between  those  prices,  the  duty  I 
propose  is  13*.  When  the  price  of  com  is  at  60*.,  the  existing  duty 
is  36*.  ^.^  increasing  as  the  price  falls ;  instead  of  which,  I  propose, 
when  com  is  at  50*.,  that  the  duty  shall  only  be  20*.,  avd  that  that 
duty  shall  in  no  case  be  exceeded.  (Hear,  hear.)  At  56*.  the  existing 
duty  is  30*.  8^. ;  the  duty  I  propose  at  that  price  is  16*.  At  60*.  the 
existing  duty  is  26*.  Sd, ;  the  duty  I  propose  at  that  price  is  12*.  At 
63*.  the  existing  duty  is  23*.  Sd.  ;  the  duty  I  propose  is  9*.  At  64*. 
the  existing  duty  is  22*.  Sd. ;  the  duty  I  propose  is  8*.  At  70*.  the 
existing  duty  is  10*.  Sd.;  the  duty  I  propose  is  5*." — Annual 
SegitteTf  IxxxiT.  26. 

14 
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of  their  supporters."*  A  measure  of  the  extent  io 
which  this  dissatisfaction  went  is  afforded  by  the  fact 
that  the  measures  were  openly  denounced  by  the  Duke 
of  Richmond,  one  of  the  pillars  of  Conservatism,  in 
the  House  of  Lords^t  and  by  several  staimch  Tories, — 
amongst  the  rest  by  Mr.  Christopher,  of  whom  we  shall 
hear  more  by-and-by,  J — ^in  the  House  of  Commons;  and 
that  in  one  violently  Protectionist  district  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  was  burned  in  effigy.§ 

Another  proof  of  the  real  character  of  Peel's  measures 
is  the  reception  which  it  met  with  in  the  press.  It  was 
highly  praised  in  the  Liberal,  and  as  vehemently  abused 
in  some  of  the  Protectionist  organs.  || 

So  far,  I  have  quoted  from  purely  contemporaneous 
evidence  as  to  the  nature  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  proposal 
in  1842;  but  that  is  not  the  only  testimony  on  the 
point.     One  of  the  main  pleas  in  the   apology  which 

♦  "  Memoirs  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,"  by  Lord  Stanhope  and  the  Right 
Hon.  E.  Cardwell,  M.P.    Parts  ii.  and  iii.,  100-101. 

t  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixiii.  680  and  598. 

\  Ibid,  Ixxxiv.  144. 

§  *'  Longtown,  within  some  stone's-throw  of  the  country  seat  of  Sir 
James  Graham,  has  shown  its  detestation  of  the  new  Corn  Law  by 
burning  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  effigy." — Quoted  in  the  Examiner  (March  12, 
1842)  from  the  Tyyie  Mercury, 

y  *-It  moves,"  writes  the  Examiner  (March  12,  1842);  "the 
monopoly  is  on  the  slide ;  the  pending  Corn  Bill,  as  Lord  Howick 
says,  is  the  precursor  of  more  important  changes ;  what  it  will  do 
may  be  inconsiderable,  but  what  it  may  undo  is  of  vast  moment.  The 
scale  is  shrinking,  and  if  Sir  Robert  Peel  be  suffered  in  power  so  long, 
next  session,  or  the  session  after,  he  may  propose  another  modifi- 
cation, *  small  by  degrees,  and  beautifully  less.' "  Among  the  Protec- 
tionist organs  which  denounced  the  proposals  of  Peel  was  the  Shrop- 
ihire  Conservative^  one  of  the  Tory  papers  of  Shrewsbury.  Thus 
the  hostility  to  Peel's  measures  by  the  ultra- Protectionist  party  was 
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Sir  Bobert  Peel  and  his  friends  put  forward  for  bis 
action  in  1846^  is  that  it  was  simply  the  development 
of  principles  which  he  had  professed  throughout  the 
entire  coarse  of  his  life.  In  the  Memoir  which  Sir 
Lawrence  Peel  has  published  of  his  great  kinsman^  it 
is  distinctly  stated  that  Sir  Bobert  Peel  was  always  a 
Free  Trader  ;  *  and  this  is,  to  a  very  considerable 
extent,  the  inference  which  Sir  Bobert  Peel  wishes  us 
to  draw  from  his  own  Memoirs,  f  Apart  altogether, 
however,  from  these  Memoirs,  I  have  shown,  from  Par- 
liamentary reports  published  in  1842  itself, — at  a  time 
when  any  future  changes  could  not  have  been  con- 
templated,— that  Sir  Bobert  Peel  did,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  make  in  that  year  a  considerable  step  in  advance 
towards  Free  Trade  and  from  Protection,  and  that  his 
measures  were  so  regarded  by  himself,  his  friends,  and 
his  foes. 

brought  in  the  moat  distinct  manner  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  knowledge. 
It  will  be  seen  further  on  that  he,  however,  was  so  well  satisfied  with 
the  partial  abandonment  by  Peel  of  Protection  that  he  vehementlj 
defended  him  from  the  Conservatiye  journalist  in  his  constituency. 
See  note  to  267,  further  on. 

♦  "  A  Sketch  of  the  Life  and  Character  of  Sir  Robert  Peel."  By 
Sir  Lawrence  Peel.     283. 

t  The  Memoirs  were  written  after  both  1846  and  1842,  and  there- 
fore are  open  to  the  suspicion  of  containing  afterthoughts  meant  to 
explain  an  ambiguous  past.  In  the  Memoirs,  however,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  quotes  memoranda  which  he  submitted  to  the  Cabinet  in  1842, 
and  which  plainly  show  that  the  measures  in  that  year  were  of  a 
Free  Trade  character.  Thus  in  one  of  the  memoranda  placed  before 
the  Cabinet  occurs  this  noteworthy  sentence :  "  We  must  assume,  I 
think,  that  the  import  of  foreign  com  is  necessary  for  the  subsistence 
of  the  people,  excepting  in  years  of  extraordinary  abundance,  or 
after  a  succession  of  favourable  harvests.** — ("  Memoirs,"  Part  iii., 
Appendix,  831.) 
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Now,  everybody  is  aware  that  Mr.  Disraeli  owes 
his  advancement  in  a  very  considerable  degree  to  his 
denunciations  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  for  that  Minister's 
abandonment  of  Protectionist  principles  in  1846.  As 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  so  furious  in  his  zeal  for  Protection 
in  1846,  we  should  naturally  assume  that  he  would  be 
found  among  the  opponents  of  Sir  Robert  PeePs  partial 
desertion  of  Protection  in  1842.  And  this  we  should 
be  the  more  inclined  to  expect  from  the  fact  that  the 
very  men  with  whom  Mr.  Disraeli  acted  in  1846  were 
prominent  in  their  opposition  to  the  policy  of  1842. 
It  has  been  seen  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  was  one 
of  thp  most  vehement  opponents  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in 
1842.  It  will  be  seen  afterwards  that  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  was  one  of  the  most  vehement  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  opponents  in  1846.  And  Mr.  Disraeli  could 
have  done  little  in  1846  without  this  same  Duke  oi 
Richmond. 

What  will  the  reader  say  when  he  finds  thai 
these  measures  of  1842,  which  began  the  abandon- 
ment of  Protection  and  the  adoption  of  Free  Trade 
found  Mr.  Disraeli  among  their  most  enthusiastic  sup- 
porters ? 

In  his  speech  on  the  Premier's  proposals,  Mr.  Disrael 
began  by  repudiating  the  idea  that  the  present  actior 
of  Peel  was  a  violation  of  his  former  opinions.  H< 
declared,'^  w\ih  reference  to  the  accnsation  made  on  th 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  th 
head  of  the  Government  had  repudiated  principles  whei 
in  opposition  which  he  had  adopted  when  in  ojffice,  tha 
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that  charge  had  been  made  without  due  examination  of 
ilie  facts  of  the  caseJ*** 

And  then  he  went  on  to  give  his  version  of  "the 
facts  of  the  case."  Whenever  Lord  Beaconsfield  under- 
takes to  state  "  the  facts  of  the  case,"  we  may  always 
expect  something  which  is  very  amusing  and  very 
startling.  We  are  not  disappointed  in  this  instance, 
for  the  theme  of  his  speech  is  that  the  Tories  were  the 
originators  and  consistent  advocates  of  Free  Trade. 
Mr.  Pitt  was  the  father  of  Free  Trade  principles.  It 
was  he  "  who  first  promulgated  them  in  1787."  t  "  The 
principles  of  Free  Trade,"  went  on  Mr.  Disraeli,  pur- 
suing this  theme,  "  were  developed — and  not  by  Whigs 
— fifty  years  ago  ;  and  how  was  it  that  the  Whig  party 
now  came  forward  and  contended  that  they  were  the 
originators  of  these  opinions?  "  J 

And  then,  turning  to  the  measures  then  before  the 
House,  here  is  what  Mr.  Disraeli  declared :  "  The  con- 
duct pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  exact 
harmony — in  perfect  consistency — with  the  principles  in 
reference  to  Free  Trade  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt;  and  hid 
reason  for  saying  thus  much,  was  to  refute  the  accu- 
sations which  had  been  brought  against  the  present 
Government,  that,  in  order  to  get  into,  and,  being  in, 
to  keep  office,  they  had  changed  their  opinions  on 
these  subjects."  § 

During  the  greater  portion  of  the  session  of  1843, 
Mr.  Disraeli  continued  to  be  a  zealous  supporter  of  Sir 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixiii.  390.  X  Ihid,  391. 

+  Ibid,  890.  §  nnd.  392. 
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Eobert  Peel ;  and  on  nothing  in  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Prime  Minister  was  he  more  lavish  in 
his  praise  than  on  his  commercial  measures.  He 
maintained,  as  in  1841  and  1842^  the  double  thesis, 
that  Free  Trade  was  a  Tory  principle ;  and  that,  in 
passing  Free  Trade  measures,  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  his  Tory  predecessors. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  however,  continued  to  take  no 
notice  of  this  constant  and  persistent  support ;  and  at 
last  Mr.  Disraeli  began  to  see  that  there  was  no  hope 
for  him  in  that  quarter.  He  accordingly  changed 
from  friendship  to  hostility,  from  lavish  praise  to 
lavish  abuse  ;  but  how  that  change  came  about,  and 
went  on,  I  must  defer  telling  for  a  time.  This  will  be 
the  proper  moment  for  referring  to  another  movement, 
half  literary,  half  politi^l,  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
engaged  during  the  years,  the  Parliamentary  history 
of  which  I  have  just  sketched. 

Among  the  members  returned  to  the  Parliament  of 
1841,  were  Lord  John  Manners,  and  Mr.  George 
Sydney  Smythe.  With  these  and  a  few  others,  Mr. 
Disraeli  formed  what  was  called  the  "  Younor  Enorland" 
party. 

Lord  John  Manners  gave  the  world,  in  1841,  an 
opportunity  of  learning  some  of  the  tenets  of  the  new 
school.  In  that  year  he  published  "  England's  Trust, 
and  other  Poems."  The  views  expressed  in  these 
poems  are,  in  religious  matters,  what  we  should  now 
call  Ritualistic ;  in  questions  between  Church  and 
State,  what  we  term  Ultramontane  ;   and  in  politics, 
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the   writer   believes    in   the    divine    right   of   kings. 

Lord  John,  for  instance,  talks  with  deep   regret  of 

the  days 

''  When  mother-ChurcK  her  richest  stores  displayed, 
And  sister-State  on  her  behalf  arrayed 
The  tempered  majesty  of  sacred  law, 
And  loved  to  reason,  }mi  at  times  could  awe  ; 
When  kings  were  taught  to  feel  the  dreadful  weight 
Of  power  derived  from  one  than  kings  more  gi'eaty 
And  learned  with  reverence  to  wield  the  rod 
They  deemed  entrusted  to  their  hand  by  God. "  * 

Lord  John,  that  is  to  say,  is  deeply  moved  that  the 
time  is  past  when  the  Chnrch  controlled  the  State,  and 
could  use  the  arm  of  the  State  in  enforcement  of  its 
beliefs. 

In  other  passages  those  ideas  are  again  expressed. 
We  are  brought  back  with  admiration  to  the  times 
when, 

'^  haughtiest  kings  have  stooped  to  kiss  the  rod 
Wielded  by  some  poor  minister  of  God."  f 

The  following  passage  sufficiently  indicates  that 
leaning  towards  Roman  Catholic  doctrine,  as  well  as 
Ultramontane  theories,  which  was  a  characteristic  of 
the  Tractarian  school  Speaking  of  Roman  Catholic 
countries.  Lord  John  Manners  writes : 

**  What  tho'  excess  of  faith  commands  them  see, 
Where  we  may  not,  a  present  Deity  ? 
StiU  are  our  hopes,  our  fears,  OM.r  creeds  the  same. 
Still  do  we  triumph  in  our  world-wide  name  ; 
And  each  true  Christian  fondly  hopes  to  see 
The  Holy  Church  once  more  at  unity.**  t 

*  "England's  Trust,"  3-4.  f  ^W<l.  16.  J  Ihid,  22. 
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And,  again,  the  idea  of  a  universal  and  omnipotent 
Church  is  put  forward  thus  : 

''  TeSy  througti  the  Church  must  come  the  healing  power, 
To  bind  our  wounds  in  this  tumultuous  hour ; 
From  her  old  courts  and  altar-steps  must  flow 
The  streams  of  grace  that  shall  assuage  our  woe."  * 

And,  finally,  on  this  question  of  the  relation  of  Church 
and  State,  our  poet  writes  : 

'^  The  State,  alas  !  enervate  and  effete, 
Feels  now  no  more  that  all-productive  heat 
Which  in  her  noontide  prime  tiht  erst  received^ 
Fresh  from  the  Church,  believing  and  believed."  f 

In  the  first  passage  quoted,  the  author  of  "  England's 
Trust,"  it  has  been  seen,  openly  avows  the  creed  of  the 
divine  right  of  kings.  He  spoke,  it  will  be  remembered, 
of  kingly  power  as  "  derived  from  one  than  kings  more 
great,"  and  as  "  entrusted  to  their  " — the  kings' — "  hand 
by  God." 

This  idea  of  divine  right  recurs  several  times  in  the 
course  of  the  volume.  We  are  told  of  the  "Lord's 
anointed  in  a  sceptred  king."  Charles  I.  receives  a 
poem  all  to  himself: 

*'  Thou  monarch  martyr  ! " — 

writes  Lord  John  Manners — 

"  fain  would  I, 
In  meet  expression,  own 
Thy  boundless  sovereignty, 
Thou  captive  on  a  throne, 

•  JMd.  26.  t  Ibid,  27. 
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0*er  my  soul's  pulses  ;  but  in  vain 
The  attempt,  too  grand,  I  make  : 
My  feeble-hearted  strain 
Trembles  to  undertake 

A  theme  so  sacred,"  etc.,  etc.*^ 

Lord  John  also  admires  the  churchmen  and  politicians 
who  stood  by  "the  Martyr."  Laud  is  praised;  Lord 
StaflTord  is  the  subject  of  a  poem : 

"  And  he,"— 
writes  the  poet — 

"  who  'bove  each  earthly  thing, 
Doth  seek,  with  purpose  high. 
To  do  the  bidding  of  the  king. 
Need  never  fear  to  die."t 

This  admiration  of  the  past  of  course  leads  Lord 
John  to  have  but  a  poor  opinion  of  many  modem  things. 
For  instance,  the  poet  tells  us  that 

"  In  many  a  hamlet,  yti  uncursed  by  trade , 
Bloom  Faith  and  Lore  all  lightly  in  the  shade. ''!( 

And  then  there  is  the  noble  outburst  which  has  made 
Lord  John's  poem  immortal : 

"  No  !  by  the  names  inscribed  in  History's  page — 
Names  that  are  England's  noblest  heritage, 
Names  that  shall  live  for  yet  unnumbered  years. 
Shrined  in  our  hearts  with  Crecy  and  Poictiers — 
Let  wealth  and  commerce,  laws  arui  learning  die. 
But  leave  us  still  our  old  Nobility  /  '*  § 

Finally,  Lord  John,  with  commendable  boldness, 
expresses  the   fullest   approval   of   the   indiscriminate 

•  "  King  Charles  the  Martyr,"  65.     t  "  England's  Trust,"  87. 
t  "  Tborow,"  99.  §  Ibid.  24. 
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alms-giving  fashionable  in  the  good  old  times.  The 
"purer  faith  of  purer  days"  has  begun  to  peep 
"through  the  mould  that  hides  the  good  old  ways;" 
and  so  we  have  begun  to  recall^  with  deep  approval, 
among  other  things^ 

''  The  daily  beadsman,  waiting  for  his  bread, 
Where  good  and  had  were  aU,  wiquestioned,  fed. 
For  then  it  was  not  to  our  rulers  known 
That  God  was  mindful  of  the  first  alone ; 
The  monks  still  practised  their  dear  Lord^s  command, 
And  rained  their  charity  throughout  the  land."  * 

George  Sydney  Smythe  was  a  very  different  being 
from  the  writer  of  all  this  poor  trash. 

He  was  the  son  of  the  -sixth  Lord  Strangford,  and 
was  born  in  1818,  at  Stockholm,  where  his  father 
resided  as  English  Minister.  At  Eton  he  attracted  some 
attention  by  his  English  verses  ;   and  at  Cambridge, 

•  Ibid.  15.  These  passages  I  have  quoted  principally  with  a  view  of 
showing  what  were  the  opinions  of  Lord  John  Manners  at  this  sta$:je 
in  his  career.  The  extracts  will,  perhaps,  also  help  the  reader  to  form 
some  idea  of  the  literary  merit  of  the  poems.  By  way  of  aidirg 
the  judgment  on  this  point,  I  think  it  well  to  add  the  three  following 
extracts.    In  page  4  of  "  England's  Trust,"  are  these  two  lines : 

"  My  faith  in  my  dear  Mother-Church  I  fix, 
And  Bcom  Religion's  modem  politics ; " 

and  in  page  13, 

"  A  plaintive  melancholy  note  is  mine, 
Such  as  was  wont  to  float  around  the  shrine, 
In  days  when  faith,  thro'  ignorance,  could  hear 
The  voice  divine,  and  own  a  Godhead  near." 

In  a  poem  entitled  "  A  Night  Storm  "  (page  67)  occurs  this  passage : 

•*  I  thought  of  sinners'  awful  doom. 
My  flesh  began  to  creep, 
I  wished  myself  again  at  home, 
I  wished  I  were  asleep." 
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where  the  late  Lord  Lyttelton,  Lord  Penzance,  Lord 
John  Manners,  and  Mr.  Beresford  Hope  were  his  con- 
temporaries, he  was  a  highly  successfal  speaker  at  the 
stadents  debating  society.  In  1841 — being  then  twenty- 
three  years  of  age — he  entered  Parliament  as  a  repre- 
sentative for  Canterbury. 

"  At  this  time,"  writes  Lady  Strangford,  from  whose 
graceful  memoir  of  her  late  husband  I  take  the  account 
of  his  career, "  he  allied  himself  closely  with  Mr.  Disraeli. 
....  These  were  the  days  of  the  '  Young  England 
party,*  a  little  party  formed  by  identity  of  sentiment  in 
the  very  heart  of  the  Conservative  ranks.  The  leader, 
Mr.  Disraeli,  no  doubt  discerned  the  usefulness  of  the 
youngest  of  the  three,  for  he  described  him  (nearly 
thirty  years  later)  as  not  only  *  remarkable  for  his 
influence  over  youth,'  but  also  as  having  a  great 
power  of  ^promulgating  a  new  faith  with  graceful 
enthusiasm.' "  * 

The  same  lady  analyses  very  clearly  the  reasons 
which  won  the  support  of  Mr.  Smythe  to  the  new  party. 
**Li  fact,"  she  says,  "the  aspirations  and  sweetness 
of  this  school  were  entirely  in  harmony  with  the 
romantic  turn  of  his  mind.  Romance  tinged  equally 
his  politics  and  his  religion.  He  loved  to  recall  the 
grandeur  of  the  ancient  nobility  of  England  and 
of  France ;  to  sing  the  days  of  chivalry,  of  Catholic 
kings  and  cavaliers,  of  the  picturesque  splendour  of 
ecclesiastical  ceremonial ;  writing  many  polished  and 
beautiful  verses  upon  these  subjects,  while  yet  he  turned 

♦  Memoir,  xiii.-xiv. 
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almost  as  wannly  to  throw  the  halo  of  poetry  over 
*  the  merchants  of  old  England  ; '  and  together  with  his 
friend,  Lord  John  Manners,  he  dreamed  of  a  powerful 
aristocracy  and  an  almsgiving  Church,  protecting  and 
cultivating  the  affections  of  a  dependent  peasantry."  * 

Before  he  had  been  many  years  in  Parliament,  how- 
ever, Mr.  Smythe  parted  company  with  Mr.  Disraeli 
and  Lord  John  Manners.  *^  George  Smythe,"  writes 
his  widow,  "  was  too  liberal  to  agree  with  them  in  most 
things  :  they  were  for  Protection,  and  he  was  for  Com 
Law  Repeal."  f 

Li  Parliament,  Mr.  Smythe  justified  at  first  the 
hopes  of  his  friends,  for  he  spoke  with  grace  and  effect 
He  seems,  however,  to  have  been  wanting  in  those 
particular  qualities  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  great  part, 
owes  his  success.  He  was  not  gifted  with  much 
energy,  much  ambition,  or  much  "  cheek."  We  have 
already  seen  how  constantly  Mr.  Disraeli  put  himself 
forward  in  the  session  of  1841,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  gradually  approaching  power.  And  it  has  been 
seen  also  how  persistently,  and  it  may  be  said  slavishly, 
he  flattered  the  coming  man.  Mark  how  different  was 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Smythe. 

**  Sir  Robert  Peel,"  writes  Lady  Strangford,  "  suc- 
ceeded Lord  Melbourne  in  the  month  of  September. 
Had  George  Smythe  then  come  forward  and  spoken  on 
the  discussion  which  ushered  in  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment— had  he  then  but  amplified  his  provincial  speeches, 
giving  them  more  solidity  and  detail,  he  would  have 

♦  Ihid,  xiv.-XT.  t  ■'^*^'  ^i^« 
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secured  for  himself  some  employment  in  the  Conserva- 
tive  administration ;  and  it  is  scarcely  too  much  to  say 
that  all  the  mistakes  and  misfortunes  of  his  after-life 
would  probably  have  been  avoided.  His  talent  would 
be  admitted  on  all  sides  ;  he  was  young,  bright,  and 
winning;  nothing  was  wanting  but  that  solidity  and 
weight  which  an  official  position  aflfords,  to  stir  up  the 
power  and  ability,  which  incontestably  existed,  into 
action."  * 

And  in  another  passage,  Lady  Strangford  writes  : 

"  One  more  opportunity  of  retrieving  the  mistakes  of 
his  past  life  then  occurred  to  him.  Lord  Aberdeen,  in 
January,  1853,  offered  him  a  place  in  his  Qt)vernment. 
The  fatal,  because  now  irreparable  error,  was,  and  for 
the  last  time,  again  committed.  In  accepting  office  he 
would  have  avoided  the  abyss  of  inaction,  so  inevitably 
destructive  to  a  temperament  such  as  his."  f 

These  few  passages  give  us  a  pretty  clear  idea  of  Mr. 
Smythe's  character.  And  we  can  now  well  understand 
why  Mr.  Disraeli  "  discerned  the  usefulness  " — to  borrow 
Lady  Strangford's  words — of  Mr.  Smythe.  In  the 
choice  of  fnends  who  may  be  useful  to  him,  and  rather 
useless  to  themselves,  Mr.  Disraeli  has  been  all  his  life 
a  man  of  much  "  discernment."  George  Smythe  was 
evidently  such  a  friend.  We  have  seen  how  careless  he 
was  with  regard  to  his  own  interests  ;  it  is  quite  likely 
that  he  was — at  least  before  the  disillusion  came — quite 
as  active  in  the  interests  of  Lord  Beaconsfield. 

Most  people  have,  I  suppose,  observed  that  men  who 

♦  Ibid.  x..xi.  t  ^^^fid.  xxviil 
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will  do  nothing  for  themselves,  will  often  do  everything 
for  another  person ;  that  men  who,  to  gain  a  great 
advantage,  will  not  write  a  short  letter  or  keep  an 
appointment,  will  write  pages  and  walk  miles  to  do  a 
trifling  service  to  somebody  else.  And  it  very  often, 
indeed  usually  happens,  that  the  persons  whom  those 
beings,  useless  to  themselves,  so  eagerly  serve,  are 
men  who  would  not  move  a  hair's  breadth  outride 
iheir  own  selfish  purposes.  This  vicarious  activity  is 
not  always  a  sign  of  generosity  of  nature ;  it  is  some- 
times the  result  of  subserviency.  I  do  not  mean  the  low 
kind  of  subserviency — the  subserviency  that  calculates 
on  future  reward,  such  as  that  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  Sir 
Bobert  Peel.  I  mean  the  subserviency  of  weak  natures 
to  strong,  of  indolent  natures  to  active. 

What  is  the  great  secret  of  the  success  of  men  like  Mr. 
Disraeli  ?  It  is  this  :  that  in  a  world  of  men,  who  are 
in  the  vast  majority  willing  to  pass  life  listlessly,  with- 
out effort,  without  calculation,  without  object,  there  are 
some  beings  spurred  to  incessant  activity  by  consuming 
selfishness  and  vanity.  Men  for  the  most  part  are 
anxious  to  be  used  ;  the  man  who  sets  out  with  the  idea 
of  using  them  has  the  first  great  requisite  of  success  * 

♦  In  a  recently  published  and  very  interesting  work  on  the  Lords 
Strangford,  by  Mr.  E.  B.  de  Fonblanque,  we  get  some  glimpses  of  the 
disgust  with  which  the  parents  of  Lord  John  Manners  and  Mr. 
Smythe  regarded  their  alliance  with  Mr.  Disraeli.  "  I  lament," 
writes  the  Duke  of  Rutland,  father  of  Lord  John  Manners,  to  Lord 
Strangford,  father  of  Mr.  Smythe,  on  September  G,  1844, — "  I  lament 
as  much  as  you  can  do  the  influence  which  Mr.  Disraeli  has  acquired 
OTcr  several  of  the  young  British  senators,  and  over  your  son  and 
mine  especially.    I  do  not  know  Mr.  Disraeli  by  sight,  but  I  have 
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We  can  see  of  what  service  Mr.  Smjihe  could  be 
to  Mr.  DisraelL  He  was  nobly  bom,  and  had  troops 
of  powerful  friends.  Then  he  was  evidently  highly 
cultured,  enthusiastic,  and  honest ;  in  short,  the  very 
ideal  of  the  cloak  behind  which  the  cunjuror  could 
prepare  his  apparatus  and  tricks  of  political  legerdemain. 

When  the  Morning  Chronicle  was  purchased  by  the 
friends  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Smythe  became  one  of 
its  most  frequent  contributors.  Probably  he  found  that 
he  was  more  adapted  by  nature  for  literature  than  for 
poUtics.  Anyway,  he  appears  to  have  become  more  and 
more  taciturn  in  Parliament  as  he  increased  his  literary 
activity.      "  Mr.  Disraeli,"  writes   Lady   Strangford,* 

respect  only  for  his  talents,  which  I  think  he  sadly  misuses." — 224. 
"  It  is  grievous,"  writes  his  lordship  again,  **  that  two  young 
men  such  as  John  and  Mr.  8mythe  should  he  led  by  one  of  whose 
integrity  of  purpose  I  have  an  opinion  similar  to  your  own,  though 
I  can  judge  only  by  his  public  career.  The  admirable  character 
of  our  sons  only  makes  them  the  more  assailable  by  the  arts  of  a 
designing  person.  I  will  write  to  John  to-morrow,  and  I  shall  inquire 
of  him  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  of  his  having  engaged 
himself  to  a  great  dinner  at  Manchester  under  the  presidency  of 
Mr.  Disraeli." — IMd,  225.  The  meeting  alluded  to  was  that  of  the 
Manchester  Athenaeum  (October  3,  1844),  at  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
delivered  the  inaugural  address.  Both  Lord  John  Manners  and  Mr. 
Smythe  had  promised  to  support  him  by  their  presence  there.  The 
foregoing  letter  shows  the  efforts  made  to  keep  the  one  away.  The 
following  from  Mr.  Smythe  shows  that  equal  trouble  was  taken  to 
induce  him  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  glorification  of  Mr. 
Disraeli :  "  My  solemn  word  of  honour  is  pledged  to  this  Manchester 
meeting  to  Disraeli,  and  my  place  is  taken  by  the  diligence  for 
two  o'clock  to-day ;  but  you  shall  decide  if,  having  given  my  word 
•of  honour  to  a  man  to  whom  I  am  under  obligations,  who  knows 
many  of  my  secrets,  and  who  ....  whether  1  can  get  out  of  this 
pledge  and  covenant." — IhUl.  226. 
♦  Memoir,  xxvii. 
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"regretted,  or  appeared  to  regret,  this  misplaced  in- 
dustry, for  unhappily,  from  1847  to  1852,  his  old  friend 
and  pupil  committed  a  sort  of  Parliamentary  suicide, 
and  but  rarely  rose  to  speak." 

In  May,  1855,  Mr.  Smythe's  father  died,  and  he 
became  Lord  Strangford — the  name  by  which  he  is 
now  remembered.  During  his  later  years  he  dropped 
almost  completely  out  of  the  political  world;  he  did 
not,  I  believe,  speak  even  once  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
His  health  was  always  rather  delicate;  and  he  died 
in  November,  1857,  when  he  had  reached  about  his 
fortieth  year. 

"Perhaps,"  writes  Lady  Strangford,  "the  best 
summing-up  of  his  life  is  the  expression  used  by  one  of 
the  most  worthy  and  now  distinguished  of  his  college 
friends  :  '  George  Smythe  was  a  splendid  failure^  "* 

As  much  of  what  Mr.  Smythe  wrote  appeared  anony- 
mously, or  treated  of  passing  subjects,  the  world  knows 
but  little  of  the  work  he  has  done. 

A  volume  of  essays  and  poems,  and  a  novel — pub- 
lished some  years  after  his  death — are  all  that  one  can 
find  in  the  catalogues. 

"Angela  Pisani,"  the  novel,  was  praised  with,  I 
believe,  unanimity.  "Historic  Fancies,"  published  in 
1844,  was  the  title  of  Mr.  Smvthe's  contribution  to  the 
literature  of  "  Young  England."  The  volume  consists 
partly  of  verse,  and  partly  of  prose.  This  book  is  now 
best  remembered  bv  a  foolish  reference  to  the  old  custom* 
of  touching  for  the  king's  evil;  but  posterity  thus  does  in- 

♦  xxix. 
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justice  to  one  of  the  most  interesting  works  ever  written. 
The  verse  and  prose  are  both  of  a  very  high  order  of 
merit.  The  analysis  of  character  is  strikingly  acute ; 
and  the  language  frequently  has  a  dramatic  force  and  a 
majestic  flow  that  make  it  sound  like  an  echo  of  Shake- 
speare. Mr.  Smythe's  name  is  now  almost  forgotten,  and 
his  works  are  unread  ;  but,  in  my  judgment  at  least, 
he  was,  as  a  literary  artist,  as  immeasurably  superior  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield.as  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  to  Lord  John 
Manners.  I  have  not  space  to  give  quotations  in  support 
of  this  estimate;  but  those  who  may  think  it  exagge- 
rated I  refer  to  Mr.  Smythe's  sketch  of  Mirabeau,*  and 
to  the  "  Opposition  Scene  in  the  Last  Century."  t 

The  extracts  I  have  given  from  Lady  Strangford's 
Memoir  show  sufficiently  the  hopes  and  aims  with  which 
her  husband  joined  the  Tory  party.  Those  hopes,  as 
probably  nearly  all  the  hopes  of  his  life,  were  bitterly 
disappointed.  When  Sir  Robert  Peel  abandoned  th® 
stupid  and  destructive  creed  of  Protection,  the  Tory 
party,  in  whose  wisdom  and  popular  leanings  Lord 
Strangford  had  so  fondly  believed,  turned  on  its  chief 
and  hooted  him  from  power.  What,  we  wonder,  did 
Lord  Strangford  think  of  the  leader  of  the  attack  on 
the  converted  statesman  ?  Let  us  hope  that,  among 
Lord  Strangford's  papers,  may  be  some  day  found  an 
analysis  of  the  character  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  equal  in 
penetration  of  motive  to  his  article  on  Mirabeau. 

If  there  ever  were  a  man  whose  training  and  ante- 
cedents were  calculated  to  give  him  opinions  very  much 

♦  "  Historic  Fancies,"  197-8.  f  -?W/^.  123-4. 
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T]:e  opposite  of  the  opinion?  of  Yonn^  En^rland,  that  mai 

'A-as  Mr.  Disraeli.     We  of  this  exoneration  open  onr  eye 

in  sheer  wonJerment  at  the  mere  existence  of  person 

who  c<jnld  seriously  hold  and  preach  doctrines  so  fan 

tastic.     But  we  are  bound  to  make  allowance  for  th 

strange  surroundings,  times,  and  position  of  some  c 

the    Yonnfr  Enxrlanders.     These  were  the  days  whe 

the  religions,  and,  indeed,  political  world  of  Englanc 

was   stirre^l   to   its   deepest   depth  by  the  then   nov< 

portent  of  Tractarianism.     The  upheaval  of  accepte 

doctrines  in  religion  or  politics  has  always  led,  we  a 

know,  to  extravagances.     Luther  produced  the   An: 

baptists;    the    French    Revolution    produced   a    dozf 

varieties    of  political    insanity;   and,  simikrly,  Tract; 

rianism  begat  Young-England isui. 

But  while  this  explains  sufficiently  the  views  of  in< 
like  Lord  John  Manners  and  Georire  Smvthe,  it  leav 
us  still  as  much  as  ever  in  the  dark  about  Mr.  Disrael 
We  can  understand  how  Lord  John  Manners  ecu 
have  come  to  believe  in  the  restonition  of  feudal  rel 
tions  Ijetween  the  landlord  and  the  occupiers  of  tl 
soil.  He  was  a  nobleman,  and  the  descendant  of  nobl 
men ;  he  was  the  owner  of  acres,  and  the  descendant 
owners  of  acres.  It  is  intelligible  that  a  man  br 
in  the  stately  halls  of  Belvoir  Castle  should,  ^^^th  t 
self-confidence  and  kindliness  of  youth,  have  believ 
in  the  vision  of  a  return  to  olden,  and,  seen  from  t 
heights  above  (Trantham,  more  j)icturosque  ways. 

But  Mr.  Disraeli's  training  was  almost  the  antithe 
of  all  this.     He  was  the  son  of  a  Hebrew  lUterateh 
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liad  sat  at  tlie  desk  in  an  attomey^s  ofBce;  and  had 
passed  through  a  youth  of  comparative  poverty,  if  not 
pecuniary  embarrassment. 

Again,  we  can  understand  the  religious  leanings  of 
Lord  John  Manners,  when  we  remember  his  early  sur- 
roundings. Lord  John  Manners  was  a  university 
student  at  the  time  when  some  of  the  greatest  minds 
England  has  produced  were  teaching  the  Tractarian 
gospel.  Even  a  man  of  Lord  John's  lofty  mental 
calibre  need  not  be  ashamed  of  having  been  carried 
away  by  the  tide  which  swept  along  with  it  Pusey  and  ' 
Keble,  Froude  and  Williams,  Newman  and  Manning. 
The  doctrines  of  those  men,  besides,  were  most  per- 
suasively recommended  by  their  lives.  Who  could 
believe  that  anything  pernicious  could  issue  from  men 
whose  existence  was  devoted  to  the  practice  as  well  as 
the  teachinor  of  virtue — to  whom  their  ideas  were  a 
more  prized  possession  than  anything  the  world  could 
give? 

Lord  John  Manners  and  Mr.  Smytlie  were  not,  it  is 
true,  brought  under  the  direct  influence  of  the  foremost 
apostles  of  Tractarianism,  having  been  educated,  not 
at  Oxford,  but  at  Cambridge.  But,  of  course,  the  in- 
fluence of  the  words  and  acts  of  the  leaders  of  a  great 
religious  movement  reached  with  almost  its  original 
force  from  the  one  University  to  the  other. 

The  teachers  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  early  youth  were  very 
different  from  those  of  the  University  students  in  Trac- 
tarian days.  Mr.  Disraeli's  earliest  teacher  was  his 
father  •  and  his  father,  we  have  seen,  had  a  strong  lean- 
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ing  towards  mere  indifference  in  religion.  But  if  he 
were  as  zealous  about  the  religious  belief  of  his  son, 
as  he  appears  to  have  been  indifferent,  would  he  have 
taught  his  son  the  religious  creed  of  Young  Ensjland? 
A  leaning  towards  Roman  Catholic  doctrine  and  Soman 
Catholic  ritual  is  the  very  last  thing  a  Jewish  father 
would  be  inclined  to  give  his  child. 

We  know,  too,  that  the  character  of  many  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  early  teachers,  as  well  as  the  moral  atmo- 
sphere he  first  breathed,  were  as  different  as  possible 
from  those  of  the  pupils  of  Pusey  and  Newman,  and 
their  Cambridge  followers.  I  have  already,  in  an  early 
chapter,  remarked  uj)on  the  early  influences  to  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  subjected,  and  will  not  again  dilate 
on  that  point.  I  will  but  observe  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
brought  in  contact  with  the  hardest  and  worst  realities 
of  life  from  an  early  age  ;  that  his  father  in  God  was 
Samuel  Rogers  ;  and  that  Lady  Blessington,  Count 
D'Orsay,  M.  de  Morny,  Mr.  Tom  Duncombe,  and  Lord 
Ijyndhurst  were  not  exactly  the  same  kind  of  teachers 
as  Pusey,  Newman,  Keble,  and  Manning. 

Finally,  one  of  the  foremost  doctrines  of  Young 
England — as  the  name  implies — was  that  the  salvation 
of  the  country  should  come  from  its^  youth.  That, 
again,  is  a  doctrine  intelligible  in  Lord  John  Manners, 
who  in  1842  was  but  twenty-four  years  of  age,  and  in 
George  Sydney  Smythe,  who  in  the  same  year  was  just 
the  same  age. 

In  the  case  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  it  is  more  diffi- 
cult of  comprehension.     The  chief  apostle  of  the  gospel 
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of  youth  was  no  longer  young.  However,  it  will  be 
seen  that  this  son  of  a  plebeian  taught  feudalism,  this 
son  of  a  Jew  taught  Ritualism,  this  man  of  thirty-seven 
taught  the  creed  of  youth  with  as  much  zeal  as  the 
most  noble,  the  most  Christian,  and  the  youngest  among 
the  Young  Englanders. 

"  Coningsby,"  published  in  1844,  was  the  work  in 
which  Lord  Beaconsfield  proposed  to  explain  to  the 
world  the  dogmas  of  the  new  creed.  It  is  a  strange 
book.  Passages  of  brilliant  wit  alternate  with  pas- 
sages of  portentous  dulness,  and  sometimes  incredible 
vacuity ;  grave  political  discussions  are  jostled  by 
personal  scandal  ;  and  outrageously  fashionable  people 
chatter  in  the  same  breath  of  the  most  sacred  truths  of 
religion  and  the  most  frivolous  topics  of  society.  Mr. 
Disraeli  knew  his  market ;  adapted  his  wares  to  it ;  and 
the  book  succeeded  enormously. 

Among  the  first  personages  we  are  introduced  to  are 
Lord  Monmouth  and  Mr.  Rigby.  Everybody  knew 
that  Lord  Hertford  and  Mr.  John  Wilson  Croker  were 
portrayed  under  these  names.  The  scandal-loving 
world  was  of  course  delighted  with  an  author  who  thus 
gave  them  glimpses  into  the  private  life  of  a  great 
nobleman,  who  was  immensely  rich,  terribly  vicious, 
and  lived  in  a  sort  of  Oriental  privacy.  And  equally 
great  was  the  delight  of  malicious  gossips,  when,  under 
a  fictitious  name,  they  could  see  a  well-known  and  not 
much-loved  politician  receive  the  sharpest  stabs  at  his 
private  and  public  character. 

Those  who  wish  to  be  helped  in  their  estimate  of 
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Lord  Beaconsfield  as  an  artist  and  as  a  man,  will  do 
well  to  read  *^  Vanity  Fair "  immediately  after  they 
have  read  "Coningsby."  As  everybody  knows,  Lord 
Hertford  sat  for  Thackeray  as  well  as  for  Lord  Beacons- 
field  :  the  Marquis  of  Steyne  and  Lord  Monmouth 
are  meant  to  represent  the  same  being.  Lord  Mon- 
mouth is  one  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  most  finished  and 
most  successful  creations ;  but  what  a  poor,  unreal 
puppet  he  is  by  the  side  of  Lord  Steyne !  And  still 
more  remarkable  is  the  difference  between  the  manner 
in  which  the  two  authors  view  the  vices  of  their  crea- 
tions. Where  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  work  is  that  a^ceva 
indignatioj  that  loathing  of  vice  and  selfishness,  which 
bum  through  the  words  of  Thackeray  ?  You  can  see 
that  Thackeray,  who  was  a  man  of  heart,  of  earnest  and 
true  nature,  as  well  as  an  artist,  hates,  and  means  you 
to  hate,  the  thing  he  describes.  So  far  as  you  can 
judge  froiA  "  Coningsby,"  Lord  Beaconsfield  might 
have  considered  Lord  Monmouth  rather  an  estimable 
person. 

The  satirist  who  has  a  bitter  word  for  evervbodv,  is 
not  an  agreeable  person,  but  he  may  be  very  hon(\*^t 
and  very  independent  ;  and  honesty  and  independence 
cover  a  multitude  of  sins.  But  the  man  is  a  very 
different  kind  of  being  who,  while  he  assails  merci- 
lessly the  weak,  and  those  he  dislikes,  at  the  same  time 
fawns  upon  the  powerful  and  those  who  can  serve 
him.  When  "  Coningsby "  was  M-rittcn,  Mr.  Wilson 
Croker  had  for  many  years  retired  from  political  life  ; 
he  was  thus  a  tolerably  safe   target  for  attack,  and 
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accordingly  we  find  Lord  Beaconsfield  lavishing  his 
satire  upon  him  with  an  unsparing  hand.  But  Lord 
Lonsdale  was  a  great  nobleman,  of  vast  wealth,  long 
lineage,  and  in  1844,  as  throughout  the  greater  part 
of  his  life,  one  of  the  most  influential  leaders  of  the 
Tory  party.  To  Lord  Lonsdale,  accordingly.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  unceasingly  offers  incense.  We  are  told 
of  Lord  Lonsdale — who  is  disguised  under  the  name 
of  Lord  Eskdale — that  he  was  ^*a  noble  Croesus,  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  gradations  of  life ;"  "  a  voluptuary 
who  could  be  a  Spartan  ; "  that  he  was  "  clear-sighted, 
unprejudiced,  sagacious ; "  "a  quarrel  about  a  bet  or 
a  mistress  was  solved  by  him  in  a  moment,  and  ill 
a  manner  which  satisfied  both  parties;"*  and  so  on 
through  several  sentences  more  of  abject,  though  artisti- 
cally arranged  flattery. 

It  will  not  be  necessary  to  more  than  briefly  allude 
to  many  of  the  political  discussions  in  "  Coningsby."  We 
have  the  condemnation  of  the  Reform  Act,  with  which 
the  reader  is  now  familiar :  many  of  the  subterfuges 
and  fallacies  of  the  "  Vindication  "  reappear  under  a 
different  garb.  Our  old  friend  the  "  Estate  "  again 
advances  to  us ;  we  have  once  more  the  audacious 
argument  that  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons  are  equally  representative  of  the  country;  and 
we  have  pages  about  "  perverted  views  of  Toryism,"t 
"  pseudo-Tories,"  %  and  the  rest. 

On  all  the  Tory  leaders  of  the  early  part  of  this 
century   Mr.   Disraeli  pours  forth  unmeasured  abuse. 

•  ''  Coningsby,"  new  edition,  26.  f  ^^'^-  66.  t  ^**^-  6^. 
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Mr.  Vansittart  is  ridiculed,*  so  are  Lord  Sidmoutht  and 
Lord  Castlereagh;J  and  Lord  Liverpool  is  dismissed 
as  an  arch-mediocrity.  §  But  amid  all  this  desert  of 
abuse  there  is  an  oasis  of  eulogium.  The  bare  mention 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel  is  sufficient  to  send  Mr.  Disraeli 
into  an  ecstasy  of  praise.  He  is  a  "distinguished 
personage;  "II  those  who  afctribute  to  him  sinister 
intentions  in  1834,  make  these  charges,  "not  only 
in  ignorance  of  the  personal  character  but  of  the 
real  position  of  the  future  Minister." IT  "At  last  he 
came,"  writes  the  author  of  "Coningsby,"  speaking 
of  Peel's  accession  to  office  in  1834;  "the  great  man 
in  a  great  position,  summoned  from  Rome  to  govern 
England."  **  And  so  Mr.  Disraeli  proceeds  in  untiring, 
unsparing,  indecent  adulation. 

One  of  the  chief  characters  in  "  Coningsby  "  is  a  Jew 
named  Sidonia.  It  is  not  exactly  known  whom  Lord 
Beaconsfield  meant  to  describe,  but  we  are  asked  to  be- 
lieve that  he  is  a  wonderful  person  indeed  ;  and  so  there 
is  an  impression  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  wished  Sidonia 
to  stand  for  himself.  Of  the  many  harangues  which 
Sidonia  delivers,  I  can  only  give  the  merest  sketch. 
Li  one  famous  discourse,  he  proves  by  a  long  catalogue 
of  names  that  all  men  of  genius  had  attained  greatness 
in  youth ;  ft  in  another  passage,  it  is  demonstrated  in 
an  equally  satisfactory  manner  that  all  men  of  genius 
were  Jews.  %%     A   remarkable   feature    in    Sidonia   is 

♦  Ibid.  70.  t  n\d,  II  Ihid.  66.  **  Ihid.  94. 

t  Ibid,  %  Ihid.  71.      \  Ibid.  67.  ft  I^^-  118—120. 


tX  Ibid.  249—25;.'. 
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his  dissatisfaction  with  the  most  cherished  English 
institutions.  For  Parliamentary  government,  in  par- 
ticalar,  he  has  the  most  unspeakable  scorn.  ^'Parlia- 
mentary representation,"  he  declares,  "was  the  happy 
device  of  a  ruder  age,  to  which  it  was  admirably 
adapted,  an  age  of  semi-civilization,  when  there  was 
a  leading  class  in  the  community;  but  it  exhibits 
many  symptoms  of  desuetude."  * 

This  was  written  in  1844,  and  was  apparently  wildly 
untrue.  It  is  one,  however,  of  the  many  advantages  we 
have  reaped  from  the  Premiership  of  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
that  some  of  the  wildest  and  worst  prophecies  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  have  been  fulfilled  to  the  letter.  The  annex- 
ation of  Cyprus  and  the  assumption  of  a  protectorate 
in  Asia,  without  any  consultation  of  Parliament,  cer- 
tainly show  that,  in  the  eyes  of  one  man  at  least, 
Parliamentary  representation  is  the  "happy  device  of 
a  ruder  age ; "  and  the  fact  that  the  Parliament,  so  con- 
temned, approved  of  its  humiliation,  certainly  raises  the 
suspicion  that  Parliamentary  representation  "exhibits 
many  symptoms  of  desuetude." 

A  natural  consequence  of  disbelief  in  the  virtues  of 
Parliament  is  an  equally  strong  admiration  of  absolute 
government. 

"In  an  enlightened  age,"  exclaims  Sidonia  in  one 
passage,  "the  Monarch  on  the  throne,  free  from  the 
vulgar  prejudices,  and  the  corrupt  interests  of  the 
subject,  becomes  again  divine."! 

"  The    only    power,"    says    Mr.   Disraeli,    through 

♦  Ibid,  356.  t  ^^y^^  303. 
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Coningsby,  the  hero  of  his  book,  "  that  has  no  class 
sympathy  is  the  Sovereign."  * 

"  The  proper  leader  of  the  people,"  declares  this  same 
character  elsewhere,  "is  the  individual  who  sits  upon 
the  throne."  f 

In  order  to  explain  to  us  some  of  the  other  points  in 
the  "Young  England"  creed,  the  author  of  "Coningsby" 
introduces  us  to  the  family  of  the  Duke  of  Beaumanoir. 
Under  this  title  the  Duke  of  Rutland  was  represented, 
and  Belvoir  Castle  is  disguised  under  the  name  of  Beau- 
manoir. We  are  introduced,  besides,  to  Lord  John 
Manners,  under  the  disguise  of  Lord  Henry  Sydney ; 
and  we  also  make  the  acquaintance  of  several  female 
members  of  the  Duke's  family. 

Here,  again,  let  us  remark  what  an  advantage  it  was 
to  our  nobility  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  their  friend.  We 
have  seen  how  Mr.  Disraeli  clothes  some  noblemen  in 
more  than  earthly  beauty — how  he  endows  them  with 
intellects  of  superhuman  sagacity,  and  with  that  un- 
shakeable  equanimity  w^hich  the  nobleman  so  fondly 
loves  to  affect,  and  will,  therefore,  most  gladly  hear  he 
possesses. 

Nay,  Mr.  Disraeli  has  done  more;  he  has  even  told 
the  world  how  wicked  these  lords  of  creation  are:  thus 
at  a  double  stroke  gaining  the  hearts  of  the  noblemen, 
who  don't  object  to  the  reputation  of  viciousness,  and  of 
the  shopboys  and  milliners,  w^hose  dearest  delight  is  to 
have  glimpses  of  the  bad  doings  of  the  aristocrats.  In 
some  other  passages  in  "  Coningsby  "  and  others  of  his 

*  Ibid.  353.  t  Ihld,  354. 
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works,  Mr.  Disraeli  ventures  further  into  the  literary- 
arena  of  Jenkins  and  the  London  Journal,  Not  satis- 
fied with  describing  the  male  nobility,  our  author  draws 
with  fervour  the  beauty,  the  grace,  the  tenderness,  etc., 
etc.,  etc.,  of  the  female  members  of  our  noble  families. 
What  a  delightful  creature  dear  Mr.  Disraeli  must  have 
appeared  to  Lady  Julia,  whose  brow  he  had  described 
as  whiter  than  Parian  marble!  And  then,  too,  the 
wicked  man,  to  make  her  the  heroine  of  a  romance ! 
What  right  had  he  to  say  all  the  men  were  in  love  with 
her,  etc.,  etc.,  etc.  Why,  where  was  poor  Jenkins  now, 
since  this  rival  vendor  of  printed  flattery  had  come  into 
the  market.  Get  thee  hence,  Jenkins  I  you  can  only 
give  us  a  plain  paragraph  in  the  Morning  Post,  while 
our  dear  Mr.  Disraeli 

And,  of  course,  Mr.  Disraeli  gained  the  hearts  of  the 
fathers,  husbands,  and  brothers  of  those  ladies.  Though 
Mr.  Disraeli's  dukes  were  clothed  in  the  Sphinx-like 
impenetrability  that  he  attributes  sometimes  to  them, 
and  generally  assumes  himself,  yet  would  their  vanity 
be  reached  by  the  delicate  compliments  paid  to  their 
female  belongings. 

In  any  case,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  determined  that  our 
nobility,  however  it  was  done,  should  be  got  at.  We 
are,  therefore,  favoured  not  only  with  a  description  of 
the  merits  of  our  nobles,  male  and  female — we  also  have 
pages  devoted  to  glowing  accounts  of  the  extent  of  their 
ancestral  acres  and  the  splendour  of  their  ancestral  halls. 
Their  furniture  is  described  with  the  lingering  deliorht 
and  the  pathetic  extravagance  of  a  George  Robins,  and 
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the  glories  of  their  dinners  are  sung  with  the  gusto  of  a 
pastrycook. 

I  think  I  can  leave  the  reader  to  form  his  own  esti- 
mate of  a  nature  that  delights  in  such  work. 

The  chief  object  of  flattery  in  "  Coningsby "  is,  as 
I  have  said,  the  Beaumanoir  or  Rutland  family.  It  is 
strange  that  Mr.  Disraeli  should  have  chosen  the  Duke 
of  Rutland,  above  all  others,  for  the  object  of  his  adu- 
latory description.  We  have  seen  that  the  feelings  of 
his  lordship  to  Mr.  Disraeli  were  those  of  dislike  and 
distrust.  The  Duke,  to  use  the  words  of  one  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  ablest  critics,*  "deplores  to  one  corre- 
spondent the  connection  of  Lord  John  Manners  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  much  as  the  father  of  Lord  Frederick 
Verisopht  might  have  lamented  his  son's  addiction  to 
the  society  of  Sir  Mulberry  Hawk."  Of  course  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  perfectly  aware  of  the  repulsion  he  excited. 
One  can  fancy  how  poor  Lord  John  Manners  must  have 
whispered,  with  blushes  and  sighs,  into  the  eager  ears 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  was  using  him  and  laughing  at 
him,  the  lectures  he  had  to  endure  at  home  for  his 
intimacy  with  "a  designing  person."  But,  as  I  have 
noted  already,  the  only  effect  upon  Mr.  Disraeli  of 
finding  that  a  useful  person  disliked  him  was  to  make 
him  lay  on  the  flattery  still  more  thickly.  Tlieir  lovo 
or  loathing  was  all  the  same  to  him,  provided  he  could 
flatter,  or  shame,  or  bully  them  into  helping  him. 

And  now  let  us  give  an  extract   or   two   from    th<^ 

♦  '•  The  Political  Adventures  of  Lord  Beaconsfield." — Fortnightly 
JleeiefOf  N.  IS.,  cxxxviii.  883-4. 
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conversations    at    Beaumanoir,    which    enunciate    the 
doctrines  of  "  Young  England." 

"  '  Henry  thinks/  said  Lord  Everingham,  'that  the  people  are 
to  be  fed  by  dancing  round  a  May-pole.* 

'' '  But  will  the  people  be  more  fed  because  they  do  not  dance 
round  a  May-pole  ? '  urged  Lord  Henry. 

''  'Obsolete  customs  ! '  said  Lord  Everingham. 

"  '  And  why  should  dancing  round  a  May-pole  be  more  obso- 
lete than  holding  a  Chapter  of  the  Garter? '  asked  Lord  Henry. 

''  The  Duke,  who  was  a  blue  ribbon,  felt  this  a  home-thrust. 
*■  I  must  say/  said  his  Grace,  '  that  I  for  one  deeply  regret  that 
our  popular  customs  have  been  permitted  to  fall  so  into  de- 
suetude. ' 

*'  *•  The  spirit  of  the  age  is  against  such  things/  said  Lord 
Everingham. 

'* '  And  what  is  the  sx)irit  of  the  age  ? '  asked  Coningsby. 

"  *  The  spirit  of  utility/  said  Lord  Everingham."  ♦ 

This  Lord  Everingham  is  a  Whig,  and  is  meant  to 
represent  the  odious  and  prosaic  sense  of  that  party 
in  opposition  to  the  high-souled  and  poetic  gospel  of  the 
party  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  friends  belonged. 
Mr.  Lyle,  a  Roman  Catholic,  is  another  representative 
of  "  Young  England ; "  mark  what  this  fellow-believer 
of  Mr.  Disraeli  has  done  : — 

"  As  they  approached  the  brow  of  the  hill  that  hung  over  St. 
Genevieve,  they  heard  the  great  bell  sound. 

"  *  What  is  that  ] '  asked  the  Duchess. 

'''It  is  almsgiving  day,'  replied  Mr.  Lyle,  looking  a  little 
embarrassed,  and  for  the  first  time  blushing  ;  '  the  people  of  the 
parishes  with  which  I  am  connected  come  to  St.  Genevieve  twice 
a  week  at  this  hour.' "  f 

♦  "Coningsby,"  new  edition,  134.  f  Und,  144. 
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And  here  is  another  delicious  passage  :- 


"  *  Everything  has  gone  by  that  is  heautifulj*  said  Lord  Henry. 

"  ^  Life  is  much  easier/  said  Lord  Everingham. 

'' '  Life  easy  ! '  said  Lord  Henry.  *  Life  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
fierce  struggle.' 

*^  'Manners  are  easy/  said  Coningsby,  *  and  life  is  hard.' 

'*  *  And  I  wish  to  see  things  exactly  the  reverse/  said  Lord 
Henry,  '  the  means  and  modes  of  subsistence  less  difficult,  the 
conduct  of  life  more  ceremonious.'"  * 

I  have  remarked  that  one  of  the  characteristics  of 
"  Coningsby,"  and,  indeed,  of  most  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  works,  is  the  facility  with  which  people  pass 
without  a  second's  interval  from  the  most  sacred  to 
the  most  frivolous  subjects.  A  discussion  on  a  new 
religion  is  followed  by  a  discussion  on  a  new  fashion 
in  bonnets;  and  a  ponderous  dissertation  on  political 
philosophy  is  interrupted  by  an  invitation  to  dance. 
The  conversation  just  quoted  is  a  specimen  of  this 
feature  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  style.    We  will  give  another: — 

"*One  sees  our  host  to  great  advantage  in  his  own  house,' 
said  Lady  Everingham.  *  He  is  scarcely  the  same  person.  I 
have  not  observed  him  once  blush.  He  speaks  and  luoves 
with  ease.  It  is  a  pity  that  he  is  not  more  graceful.  Above  all 
thiiigSy  I  like  a  graceful  wan.' 

**  *  That  chapel,^  said  Coningsby,  *  uxis  a  fine  thing.  ^ 

**  *  Very,'  said  Lady  Everingham.  *  Did  yon  observe  thepicinre 
over  the  altar — tlie  Virgin  with  blue  eyes  ?  I  never  obsen^d  blue 
eyes  before  in  such  a  picture.  What  is  your  favourite  colour  for 
eyes  ? ' 

**  Coningsby  felt  embarrassed  ;  he  said  something  rather  point- 
less about  admiring  everything  that  is  beautiful. 

"  But  every  one  has  a  favourite  style  ;  I  want  tu  know  yours. 

*  I  hid.  141-2. 
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Regular  features — do  you  like  regular  features  ?  Or  is  it  ex- 
pression that  pleases  you  ? ' 

'* '  Expression  ;  I  think  I  like  expression.  Expression  must 
be  always  delightful.' 

"  *Do  you  dance?' 

*' '  No  ;  I  am  no  great  dancer.  I  fear  I  have  few  accomplish- 
ments.   I  am  fond  of  fencing.'  "  * 

And  so  on.     One  quotation  more  : — 

'' '  I  have  immense  faith  in  the  new  generation/  said  Millbank 
eagerly. 

^^  ^  It  is  a  holy  thiiig  to  see  a  State  saved  by  its  youthy^  said 
Coningsby  ;  and  then  he  added,  in  a  tone  of  humility,  if  not  of 
depression,  '  but  what  a  task !  What  a  variety  of  qualities, 
what  a  combination  of  circumstances,  is  requisite  !  What  bright 
abilities,  and  what  noble  patience  !  "What  confidence  from  the 
people,  what  favour  from  the  Most  High  ! ' 

**  *But  He  will  favour  us,'  said  Millbank.  "And  I  say  to 
you,  as  Nathan  said  unto  David,  *'  Thou  art  the  man  ! '  .  .  .  . ' 

"  *  Heaven  is  above  all,'  said  Coningsby."  f 

This,  then,  was  the  way  in  which  England  was  to  be 
regenerated:  a  docile  people  was  to  be  led  by  a  uni- 
versally benevolent  aristocracy;  alms  were  to  be  dis- 
tributed freely;  the  Government  of  the  State  was  to  be 
transferred  from  old  age  and  experience  to  youths  of 
genius;  and  everybody  was  to  be  pious  and  gentle,  and 
smiling  and  prosperous.  The  phantasmagoria  is  more 
like  the  topsyturvy  dream  of  one  of  Mr.  W.  S.  Gilbert's 
ingenious  comedies  than  anything  in  real  life.  Stranger 
than  everything  else  in  the  ridiculous  farce  is  the  figure 
by  whom  it  is  put  on  the  stage.  Fancy  Mr.  Disraeli, 
of  all  men,  preaching  a  gospel  of  Christianity  and 
feudalism,  of  lofty  piety  and  trustful  youth  !     The  pic- 

♦  Ibid.  143.  t  ^^i^'  359-60. 
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ture  is  certainly  one  of  the  strangest  in  all  the  annals  of 
mountebankery. 

I  now  gladly  take  farewell  of  "  Coningsby."  *     There 

is  in  the  course  of  the  novel  a  love  story,  told  with  much 
rhodomontade.  With  this  I  have  not  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  trouble  the  reader. 

♦  The  following  critique  on  "  Coningsby,**  which  I  have  the  best 
authority  for  stating  was  written  by  Thackeray,  will  be  read  with 
interest.  It  appeared  in  the  Pictorial  Time*  of  May  25,  1844. 
Qmingsby ;  oTf  The  New  Generation.  By  B.  Disraeli.  Esq.,  M.P. — 
Colbum.  "  If  this  book  do  not  become  popular,  what  other  novel 
has  a  chance  7  '  Coningsby '  possesses  all  the  happy  elements  of  popu- 
larity. It  is  personal,  it  is  witty,  it  is  sentimental,  it  is  outrageously 
fashionable.  Charmingly  malicious,  exquisitely  novel,  seemingly  very 
deep,  but  in  reality  very  easy  of  comprehension,  and  admirably  absurd; 
for  you  do  not  only  laugh  at  the  personages  whom  the  author  holds 
up  to  ridicule,  but  you  laugh  at  the  author  too,  whose  coxcombries  are 
incessantly  amusing.  They  are  quite  unlike  the  vapid,  cool  cox- 
combries of  an  English  dandy  ;  they  are  picturesque,  wild,  and  out- 
rageous; and  as  the  bodily  Disraeli  used  to  be  seen  some  years  ago 
about  town  arrayed  in  green  velvet  inexpressibles  with  a  gold  stripe 
down  the  seam,  an  ivory  cane,  and  for  what  we  know  a  peacock's 
feather  in  his  hat — Disraeli  the  writer  in  like  manner  assumes  a  mag- 
nificence  never  thought  of  by  our  rigid  northern  dandies,  and  astonishes 
by  a  luxury  of  conceit  which  is  quite  oriental.  He  paints  his  own 
portrait  in  this  book  in  the  most  splendid  fashion.  It  is  the  queerest 
in  the  whole  queer  gallery  of  likenesses  :  he  appears  as  the  greatest 
philosopher,  the  greatest  poet,  the  greatest  horseman,  the  greatest 
statesman,  the  greatest  rou6  in  the  world ;  with  all  the  qualities  of 
Pitt,  and  Byron,  and  Burke,  and  the  great  Mr.  Widdicomb,  of  Batty 's 
amphitheatre.  Perhaps  one  is  reminded  of  the  last-named  famous 
individual  more  than  of  any  other.  The  book  has  kept  the  town  in  talk 
for  a  whole  week  past.  The  circulating  libraries  are  dunned  for  copies ; 
the  volumes  are  snatched  off  the  tables  of  the  club  reading-rooms,  and 
everybody  recognizes  everybody's  portrait.  The  chief  character  of 
the  book,  after  the  author's  own,  is  that  of  the  late  Lord  Hertford, 
here  figuring  under  the  title  of  the  Marquis  of  Monmouth ;  his  friend 
Lord  Eskdale  is  no  other  than  Lord  Lonsdale  ;  Lord  John  Manners 
appears  as  Lord  Sydney  ;  and  the  house  of  the  Duke  of  Rutland  at 
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The  second  book  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  sought  to 
explain  the  doctrines  of  "Young  England/'  was 
**  Sybil;' 

"  Next  year  (1845),"  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  the 
General  Preface  to  his  works,*  "  in  ^  Sybil,  or  the  Two 
Nations,'  I  considered  the  condition  of  the  people,  and 

Belvoir  is  recognized  by  everybody  in  the  novel  under  its  title  of 
Beanmanoir  ;  above  all  there  is  the  great  character  of  Rigby,  in  which 
the  Right  Honourable  John  Wilson  Croker  is  shown  up  in  such  a  way 
as  must  make  him  happy  in  his  retirement  to  find  that  all  the  world 
is  so  much  amused  by  him.     The  way  in  which  all  the  newspapers 
have  extracted  the  passages  relative  to  Mr.  Wilson  Croker  is  quite 
curious.     The  Chronicle  began  on  Monday  ;  on  Wednesday  the  TiniM 
charitably  followed ;  on  Thursday  the  Pott  gave  the  selfsame  extracts  ; 
so  that  by  this  time  every  newspaper  reader  in  the  British  empire  has 
perused  the  history  of  Mr.  Rigby,  and  knows  how  he  writes  slashing 
articles  against  women  for  preference,  and  how  convenient  a  friend 
lie  is  to  a  gpreat  man.    A  better  portrait  of  a  parasite  has  never  been 
written  since  Juvenal's  days,  and  we  can  fancy  that  even  ages  hence 
people  wiU  read  his  book  as  a  singular  picture  of  manners  and  society 
in  our  times.    Brummers  life,  lately  published,  will  help  the  historian 
to  an  acquaintance  with  the  period,  a  couple  of  score  of  years  previous ; 
and  the  real  history  and  the  fictitious  one  will  be  found,  we  think, 
alike  profitable.    What  person  is  there  in  town  or  country,  from  the 
squire  down  to  the  lady's  maid,  who  will  not  be  anxious  to  peruse  a 
work  in  which  the  secrets  of  high  life  are  so  exposed  7    In  all  the 
&shionable  novels  ever  published,  there  is  nothing  so  piquant  or  so 
magnificently  genteel.     Every  politician  will  read  with  avidity — ^the 
details  are  so  personal.     Whigs  and  Conservatives  are  abused  with 
such  equal  bitterness  and  truth,  that  in  consideration  of  the  manner 
in  which  his  neighbour  is  attacked,  a  man  of  either  party  will  pardon 
the  onslaught  made  on  his  own  friends.     Lord  John  and  Sir  Robert 
are  both  brought  forward  by  this  unblushing  critic,  and  praised  or 
bullied,  according  to  his  notions,  right  and  wrong.    We  shall  not  fore- 
stall the  reader's  interest  by  extracting  a  single  line  from  the  volumes, 
which,  with  all  their  philosophy  and  pertness,  their  wisdom  and 
absurdity,  are  such  as  cannot  fail  to  interest  him,  and  to  make  him 
think  and  laugh,  not  only  with  the  author  but  at  him.    Surely  nothing 
more  ought  to  be  requisite  to  make  any  novel  popular.'* 
♦  P.  xiii. 
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the  whole  work,  generally  speaking,  was  devoted  to 
that  portion  of  my  scheme.     At  that  time  the  Chartist 
agitation  was  still  fresh  in  the  public  memory,  and  its 
repetition  was  far  from  improbable.     I  had  mentioned 
to   my  friend,  the  late  Thomas  Duncombe,  and  who 
was  my  friend  before  I  entered  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, something  of  what  I  was  contemplating ;  and  he 
offered  and  obtained  for  my  perusal  the  whole  of  the 
correspondence  of  Feargus  O'Connor  when  conductor 
of  the  Northern  StaVy  with  the  leaders  ^nd  chief  actors 
of  the  Chartist  movement.     I  had  visited  and  observed 
with   care   all   the   localities   introduced  ;    and   as   an 
accurate  and  never  exaggerated  picture  of  a  remark- 
able period  in  our  domestic  history,  and  of  a  popular 
organisation  which  in  its  extent  and  completeness  has 
perhaps   never  been   equalled,   the   pages   of  ^  Sybil ' 
may,   I   venture   to    believe,  be   consulted  with   con- 
fidence." 

The  principal  dramatis  personoe  in  "  Sybil "  are 
Gerard,  a  Chartist  working  man  ;  Sybil,  his  daughter  ; 
Mowbray,  a  Chartist  editor;  Lord  Marney,  a  typical 
aristocrat ;  and  Egremont,  Lord  Marney's  brother. 
Egremont  plays  the  same  part  in  "  Sybil "  as  Harry 
Coningsby  in  the  novel  to  which  he  gives  his  name* 
He  is  the  representative  of  Yonng-Englandism,  and  is, 
as  a  natural  result,  handsome,  chivalrous,  enthusiastic, 
profoundly  philosophic,  and — also  a  natural  result  of 
professing  the  creed  of  Young  England — he  is  young 
and  noble.  Strangely  enough,  Mr.  Egremont  professes 
exactly  the  same   ideas,  in  almost  exactly  the   same 
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words,  as  Mr.  Disraeli.  Therefore,  those  who  did  not 
know  Mr.  Disraeli  were  quite  at  liberty  to  conclude  that 
he  also  was  handsome,  chivalrous,  enthusiastic,  pro- 
foundly philosophic,  young,  and  noble. 

In  "  Sybil,"  even  more  than  in  "  Couingsby,"  Mr. 
Disraeli  frequently  falls  into  the  melting  mood  of  tender 
regret  for  the  past.  Many  of  the  passages  vividly  recall 
verses  from  the  immortal  poem  of  Lord  John  Manners. 
Thus,  speaking  of  an  abbey  which  had  become  the 
property  of  Lord  Marney,  he  exclaims  :  "And  the 
hynm  was  no  more  to  be  chaunted  in  the  Lady's  chapel ; 
and  the  candles  were  no  more  to  be  lit  on  the  high  altar ; 
and  the  gate  of  the  poor  was  to  be  closed  for  ever  ;  and 
the  wanderer  was  no  more  to  find  a  home."  * 

"  Were  there  any  rick-bumers,"  asks  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  in 
the  times  of  the  lord  abbots  ?  And  if  not,  why  not  ? 
And  why  should  the  stacks  of  the  Earls  of  Marney  be 
destroyed,  and  those  of  the  abbots  of  Marney  spared  ?  "f 

Mr.  Disraeli  shows,  in  one  of  the  passages  quoted, 
that  love  for  a  richer  ritual,  for  greater  independence 
in  the  Church  of  State  control,  which  were  among  the 
most  distinctive  features  of  the  Tractarian  movement. 
Again  and  again  he  recurs  to  the  idea  that  the  old 
relations  of  Church  and  State  were  better  than  those  of 
modem  days  ;  and  again  and  again  he  expresses  him- 
self, and  through  the  mouth  of  one  of  his  favourite 
characters — a  Ritualistic  clergyman,  St.  Lys  by  name — 
a  preference  for  the  older  forms  of  public  worship. 

" And  even  in  the  parish  churchy^  he  writes,  *^ the 
♦  68.    New  edition.  f  ^^'^^^  ^a. 
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frigid,  spell   of  Erastian   self-complacency  fatally  pre^ 
vailed^  * 

"  The  Church  deserted  tibe  people,"  he  makes  Mr. 
St.  Lys  say,  **  and  from  that  moment  the  Church  has 
been  in  danger  and  the  people  degraded.  Formerly 
religion  undertook  to  satisfy  the  noble  wants  of  human 
nature,  and  by  its  festivals  relieved  the  painful  weariness 
of  toil  The  day  of  rest  was  consecrated,  if  not  always 
to  elevated  thoughts,  at  least  to  sweet  and  noble  senti- 
ments. The  Church  convened  to  its  solemnities,  under  its 
splendid  and  ahnost  celestial  roofs ,  amid  the  finest  monu- 
ments of  art  that  human  hands  luwe  raised,  the  whole 
Christian  population;  for  there,  in  the  presence  of  God, 
all  were  brethren.  It  shared  equally  among  all  its 
prayers,  its  incense,  and  its  music,  its  sacred  instructions, 
and  tlie  highest  enjoyments  that  the  arts  could  afford!*^  f 

Apparently  somewhat  startled  by  this  language, 
one  of  the  characters  asks  the  enthusiastic  clergyman, 
"You  believe,  then,  in  the  efficacy  of  forms  and 
ceremonies  ?  " 

Mark  the  answer. 

"  What  you  call  forms  and  ceremonies  represent  the 
divinest  instincts  of  our  nature.  Push  your  aversion  to 
forms  and  ceremonies  to  a  legitimate  conclusion,  and 
you  would  prefer  kneeling  in  a  barn  rather  than  in  a 
cathedral.  Your  tenets  would  strike  at  the  very  exist- 
ence of  all  art,  which  is  essentially  spiritual^  X 

A  considerable  portion  of  "  Sybil "  is  taken  up  with 
a  description  of  the  condition   of  the   poorer   classes. 

♦  IhU.  126.  +  Ibid,  129.  %  Ibid. 
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Lord  Beaconsfield  speaks,  as  has  been  seen^  of  these 
descriptions  as  *'  accurate,  and  never  exaggerated." 
They  appear  to  me,  on  the  contrary,  most  inaccarate, 
and  certainly  exaggerated  ;  unreal,  spasmodic  ;  daubs, 
not  pictures.  To  quote  the  words  of  a  famous  critic,* 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  pictures  in  "  Sybil "  "only  show  how 
strongly  and  coarsely  the  painter  can  write,  and  are 
obviously  not  the  result  of  any  genuine  regard  for  the 
poor  and  the  afflicted.^' 

Egremont,  as  I  have  said,  is  the  representative  of 
Young  England.  His  principal  duty  is  to  preach  the 
doctrines  of  the  school  in  season  and  out  of  season. 
The  dogma  on  which  he  chiefly  insists  is  that  the  poor 
can  only  be  rescued  by  the  aristocracy.  Addressing 
Sybil,  the  Chartist's  daughter,  with  whom  he  is  in  love, 
this  splendid  young  aristocrat  exclaims,  "  You  look 
upon  me  as  an  enemy,  as  a  natural  foe,  because  I 
am  bom  among  the  privileged.  /  am  a  man^  St/bily 
as  well  as  a*  noble,  ....  The  world  that  exists  is  not 
the  world  of  which  you  have  read ;  the  class  that  calls 
itself  your  superior  is  not  the  same  class  as  ruled  in 
the  time  of  your  fathers.  There  is  a  change  in  them 
as  in  all  other  things,  and  I  participate  in  that  change. 
I  shared  it  before  I  knew  you,  Sybil ;  and  if  it  touched 
me  then,  at  least  believe  it  does  not  influence  me  less 
now."  t 

In  giving  the   reply  to  this  speech,  we  find   Lord 
Beaconsfield,  for  a  moment,  writing  sense.     Egremont's 

♦  W.  R  G.,  in  Westminster  Bepiem,  xliv.  142-3. 
+  Ibid,  319. 
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piece  of  impertinent  condescension,  of  which  Lord 
Beaconsfield  or  Jenkins  could  alone  think  admiringly , 
is  thus  fitly  answered  by  Lord  Beaconsfield's  heroine  : 
" '  If  there  be  a  change/  said  Sybil,  '  it  is  because  in 
some  degree  the  people  have  learnt  their  strength.'  "  * 

After  this  short  gleam  of  independence  and  sense, 
Lord  Beaconsfield  again  lapses  into  fiunkeyism  and  non- 
sense. 

"  *  Ah !  dismiss  from  your  mind  those  fallacious  fancies,' 
said  Egremont.  ^  The  People  are  not  strong;  the  People 
never  can  be  strong.     Their  attempts  at  self-vindication 

will  end  only  in  their  suffering  and  confusion 

There  is  a  day-spring  in  the  history  of  this  nation,' — 
this  means,  of  course,  the  rise  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  Young 
England  party, — *  which  perhaps  those  only  who  are  on 
the  mountain-tops  can  as  yet  recognize.  You  deem  you 
are  in  darkness,  and  I  see  a  dawn.  The  new  gene- 
ration of  the  aristocracy  of  England  are  not  tyrants, 
not  oppressors,  Sybil,  as  you  persist  in  believing.  .... 
Enough  that  .their  sympathies  are  awakened ;  time  and 
thought  will  bring  the  rest.  They  are  the  natural  leaders 
of  the  People  J  Sybil ;  believe  me,  they  are  the  only  ones,''  "  t 

The  reader  will  not  forget  that,  in  the  debate  on  the 
National  Petition,  Mr.  Disraeli  assumed  a  somewhat 
novel  attitude :  that,  while  carefully  abstaining  from  any 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Charter,  he  professed  to  have  sym- 
pathy \^nth  the  Chartists.  There  is  an  exquisite  passage 
in  "  Sybil "  in  allusion  to  this  episode  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary life  of  the  orator.     Sybil  is  represented  as  reading 

♦  Ibid,  319-20.  f  ^w?- 
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^'  a  report  of  the  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  presentation  of  the  National  Petition."  * 

"  Yes  I  "  exclaims  Lord  Beaconsfield;  "  there  was 
one  voice  that  had  sounded  in  that  proud  Parliament, 
that,  free  from  the  slang  of  faction,  had  dared  to  ex- 
press immortal  truths/\t  Of  course  Lord  Beaconsfield 
meant  himself  when  he  wrote  this  passage,  for  he  had 
been  alone  in  the  way  in  which  he  had  spoken  of  the 
Chartists'  Petition.  He  throws  in  "the  voice  of  a 
noble^  who,  without  being  a  demagogue,  had  upheld 
the  popular  cause,"  %  but  this  is  a  very  transparent 
device. 

Mark  the  effect  which  the  oration  of  Mr.  Disraeli — or 
Egremont,  as  he  calls  himself — ^had  on  SybU. 

"  With  a  heart  not  without  emotion,  with  a  kindling 
cheek,  and  eyes  suffused  with  tears,  Sybil  read  the  speech 
of  Egremont.  She  ceased  ;  itiXl  holding  t/ie  paper  with 
one  hand,  she  laid  on  it  tlie  other  with  tenderness,  and 
looked  up  to  breathe  as  it  were  for  relief.  Before  Iter 
stood  the  orator  himself.^ ^  § 

These  quotations,  I  think,  sufficiently  indicate  the 
character  of  "  Sybil."  llie  analysis  of  "  Tancred," — 
the  third  of  the  Yoimg  England  series  of  novels, — will 
be  introduced  more  fitly  further  on. 

♦  Jbid,  337.  +  Ibid.  t  I^^-  §  ^^' 
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CHAPTER  X. 


PREPARING  THE   MUTINY. 


I  HOW  resnme  the  history  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Par- 
liamentary career.  At  the  point  where  I  left  off,  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  still  the  ardent  and  constant  supporter  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel.  I  now  approach  the  period  when 
enmity  succeeded  to  professed  friendship,  and  vehement 
vituperation  to  unstinted  adulation. 

Probably,  as  has  been  observed  by  Mr.  Francis  in  his 
short  biography  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  the  hate  of  that  gentle- 
man to  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  begun  many  a  season  before 
he  allowed  it  to  appear.  It  is  not  improbable  that  rage 
and  disappointment  were  burning  in  his  heart  at  the 
very  moment  when  words  of  praise  were  flowing  from 
his  lips.  Is  Mr.  Disraeli  the  man,  with  his  overween- 
ing conceit  and  vindictive  nature,  to  forgive  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  neglect  of  him  in  1841  ?  After  his  years  of 
struggle  for  notoriety,  after  his  industry  in  Parliament, 
after  all  his  energy  in  flattery,  not  to  receive  even  an 
under-secretaryship  —  this  was  a  never-to-be-forgiven 
offence. 

There  can  be  little  doubt  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  adopted 
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means — whether  unintentionally  or  not — ^to  add  fuel 
to  the  flame  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  passion.  As  Mr.  Francis 
remarks,  the  Premier  ^^  on  many  occasions  treated  the 
aspiring  regenerator  of  the  age  with  marked  indiffer- 
ence, if  not  contempt."  * 

Even  the  cold  and  passionless  pages  of  Hansard  bear 
evidence  of  the  "  marked  indifference,  if  not  contempt," 
with  which  Sir  Bobert  Peel  treated  his  "  humble  but 
fervent  supporter."  When,  for  instance,  in  the  month 
of  April  of  this  session,  Mr.  Disraeli  put  several  ques- 
tions with  the  object  of  drawing  from  the  English 
Government  a  denunciation  of  Russian  interference  in 
Turkey,  the  Premier  dismissed  his  interrogator  with 
very  scant  courtesy,  and  even  with  some  appearance  of 
irritation.f 

Mr.  Disraeli  allowed  his  anger  to  smoulder  from 
April  until  August  In  that  month  he  for  the  first  time 
made  a  speech  in  direct  antagonism  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  The  Premier  had  introduced  one  of  those  Irish 
Coercion  Bills  with  which  Parliament  is  too  familiar. 
Thereupon  Mr.  Disraeli  took  up  the  cause  of  Ireland. 
He  began  by  saying  that  the  Premier  had  in  opposition 
selected  the  Irish  question  as  the  ground  of  battle 
between  him  and  the  Liberal  Ministry;  that  he  had 
promised  two  measures  of  relief  in  particular  :  one  on 
the  Municipal  institutions,  and  the  other  on  the 
Registration  of  Ireland.     But  both  these  measures  had 

♦  "  Critical  Biography  of  the  Right  Hon.  B.  Disraeli,"  by  G.  H. 
Francis ;  60. 
t  See  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixviii.  859  and  1028-9. 
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been  abandoned  ;  and  the  ^^  right  hon.  gentleman  thus 
admitted  that  his  course  while  in  opposition,  as  &r  as 
this  measure  was  concerned,  was  diametrically  wrong, 
and  that  those  to  whom  he  had  been  opposed  had 
acted  correctly."  The  inference  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
drew  from  this  was  that  "  the  followers  and  supporters 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  wore  now  left  to  them- 
selves." They  were  "  plainly  free  from  any  bonds  of 
party  on  that  subject,  for  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
himself  had  broken  them  ; "  they  "  had  a  right — ^they 
were  in  fact  bound  to  form  their  own  opinion  of  what 
they  considered  really,  in  the  sincerity  of  their  con- 
viction, was  most  adapted  to  the  advantage  of  the  two 
countries."  * 

This  rencontre  between  Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  chief 
was  soon  followed  by  another.  And,  as  in  an  earlier 
part  of  the  session,  the  affairs  of  Servia  supplied  the 
casuB  belli.  The  general  nature  of  the  questions  of 
Mr.  Disraeli,  and  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  replies,  in 
reference  to  that  country,  has  been  already  described. 
Mr.  Disraeli's  questions  were  not  free  from  a  spirit  of 
importunity,  nor  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  replies  from  a  spirit 
of  contempt.  On  August  15th,  Lord  Palmerston 
moved  for  papers  in  reference  to  Servia,  and  Mr. 
Disraeli  embraced  the  opportunity  for  taking  his 
revenge.  When  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  replied  to  Lord 
Palmerston,  Mr.  Disraeli  immediately  rose,  and  criti- 
cised with  great  freedom  the  Premier  and  his  state- 
ments.    He  reminded  the  House  of  the  inquiry  he  had 
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made  on  the  subject  of  the  Premier — "an  inquiry 
couched^  he  believed,  in  Parliamentary  language,  and 
made  with  all  that  respect  which  he  felt  for  the  right 
hon.  gentleman."  To  this  inquiry,  "the  right  hon. 
gentleman  replied  with  all  that  explicitness  of  which 
he  was  a  master,  and  all  that  courtesy  which  he 
reserved  only  for  his  supporters."  * 

This  was  an  excellent  hit,  for  it  struck  at  the  points 
in  Sir  Robert  Peel's  demeanour  which  were  most 
bitterly  complained  of.  Mr.  Disraeli  compliments  Sir 
Robert  Peel  on  his  explicitness,  the  most  frequent 
charge  against  him  being  that  his  answers  were  vague, 
evasive,  and   disguised — that  he  could   never,  in  fact, 

♦  Ihid.  835.  It  wQl  not  be  without  interest  to  give  a  further  quo- 
tation from  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  on  the  Eastern  question.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  the  duty  of  England  to  maintain  the  in- 
dependence and  integrity  of  the  Turkish  empire,  and  that  "  that 
independence  and  integrity  were  endangered  by  the  late  conduct  of 
the  British  Ministry"  in  allowing  any  intervention  of  Russia  in 
Servia.  "What,  then,"  asked  Mr.  Disraeli,  "ought  to  be  their" — 
the  Ministerial — "  policy  ?  To  maintain  Thirkcy  in  th>at  ttate  hy 
their  diplovuitio  acti&n,  that  she  might  he  able  to  hold  independently 
the  Dardanelles.  That,  however,  could  never  be  the  case,  if  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  Servia  (but 
he  hoped  in  no  other  case)  was  to  be  pursued.  It  was  useless  for 
them  to  pretend  to  disguise  from  themselves  the  state  of  Turkey. 
Turkey  was  prostrate ;  but  not  so  much  from  natural  decline,  as 
from  having  been,  as  it  were,  stabbed  in  the  back.  It  was  the 
diplomacy  of  Europe  during  the  last  twenty  years  that  had  reduced 
Turkey  to  her  present  fallen  state — not  the  decline  of  her  resources. 
They  were  still  unequalled  "—UsjiB&Td,  3  8.  Ixxi.  836—838.  I 
will  pause  for  but  a  moment  in  this  place  to  call  the  reader's  atten- 
tion to  the  remarkable  constancy  with  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  has 
maintained  his  love  for  the  people,  to  whom  civilisation  owes  the 
transformation  of  lands  flowing  with  milk  and  honey  into  scenes  of 
bloodshed  and  desolation. 
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be  got  to  give  a  straightforward  answer  to  a  plidn 
question.  And  Mr.  Disraeli  compliments  Sir  Robert 
on  "that  courtesy  which  he  reserved  only  for  his 
supporters/'  the  commonest  complaint  against  the 
Premier  being  that  he  was  polite  to  his  opponents, 
and  insultingly  haughty  to  his  friends.  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  a  skilful  hand  at  fanning  the  flames  of  discontent. 

This  strong  attack  on  the  Government  fulfilled  Mr. 
Disraeli's  highest  expectations;  for  it  drew  upon  him 
a  large  amount  of  notice  from  both  his  own  and  the 
opposite  side.  Lord  Sandon,  one  of  the  Ministers, 
denounced  his  speech  as  "heaping  the  grossest  terms 
of  contumely  and  opprobrium  on  those  whom "  he 
"  affected  to  serve."  Such  conduct  was,  the  noble 
lord  declared,  "  not  seemly."  Thereupon,  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  the  rare  luck  of  being  defended  by  Mr.  Joseph 
Hume,  Mr.  Curteis,  another  Liberal  member,  by  Mr. 
George  Smythe,  his  colleague  in  Young-Englandism, 
and,  better  than  all,  by  Lord  Palmerston.  In  fact,  he 
and  his  speech  became  the  subject  of  a  little  debate.* 

In  the  session  of  1844,  Irish  questions  again  formed  a 
prominent  subject  of  debate.  The  state  of  Ireland  had 
become  alarming.  O'Connell's  agitation  for  Repeal  of 
the  Union  had  in  1843  assumed  gigantic  proportions. 
Meetings,  attended  by  hundreds  of  thousands,  had 
assembled  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  the  time 
seemed  to  have  arrived  when  the  Irish  people  would 
either  obtain  their  demands,  or  burst  forth  into  a  violent 
movement.      The    Government    of    Sir    Robert    Peel 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxi.  812-844. 
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determined  on  a  resort  to  force,  and  the  measures  they 
adopted  deserve  the  credit  of  being  most  ingeniously 
calculated  to  drive  to  madness  an  already  exasperated 
nation.  First,  language  of  the  most  insulting  character 
was  employed  against  the  Irish  people  and  their  religion, 
not  only  by  the  rank  and  file,  but  even  by  the  leaders  of 
the  party  in  power.  Then  troops  were  poured  into  the 
countiy  until  all  Ireland  had  become  one  great  barrack ; 
and,  finally,  one  of  O'Connell's  meetings  was  pro- 
hibited under  circumstances  of  the  greatest  exasperation. 
Under  these  circumstances,  Lord  John  Russell  brought 
in  a  motion  for  inquiry  into  the  state  of  Ireland.  An 
important  debate,  which  extended  over  several  nights, 
ensued,  and  on  the  fourth  night  of  the  debate  (February 
16th)  Mr.  Disraeli  spoke.  The  speech,  compared  with 
what  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  been  before  and  has  been 
since,  is  a  very  extraordinary  one  ;  and  the  inference 
I  am  inclined  to  draw  from  it  is  that  he  at  this  time 
had  begun  to  despair  of  receiving  anything  from  the 
Conservatives,  and  was  contemplating  the  transfer  of 
his  honest  services  to  the  Liberals.  His  speech  was 
certainly  in  direct  contradiction  to  all  the  principles 
of  Toryism  which  the  party  had  up  to  that  time  pro- 
fessed ;  and,  what  is  still  more  important,  to  all  those 
principles  of  Toryism  on  which  he  himself  afterwards 
acted  when  he  became  the  Tory  chief. 

He  denounced  the  "  union  of  Church  and  State  "  as 
"  opposed  by  the  Irish  people."  * 

"  He  wanted,"  he  said  further  on,  "  to  see  a  public 

♦  Ihii,  3  S.  budi.  1012-13. 
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man  come  forward  and  say  what  the  Irish  question  was. 
One  said  it  was  a  physical  question,  another  a  spiritual 
question.  Now,  it  was  the  absence  of  the  aristocracy ; 
then  the  absence  of  railroads.  It  was  the  Pope  one 
day ;  potatoes,  the  next.  Let  them  consider  Ireland  as 
they  would  any  other  country  similarly  situated,  in 
their  closets.  Then  they  would  see  a  teeming  popula- 
tion, which,  with  reference  to  the  cultivated  soil,  was 
denser  to  the  square  mile  than  that  of  China — created 
solely  by  agriculture,  with  none  of  those  sources  of 
wealth  which  are  developed  with  civilization,  and  sus- 
tained consequently  upon  the  lowest  conceivable  diet,  so 
that  in  case  of  failure  they  had  no  other  means  of 
subsistence  upon  which  they  could  fall  back.  That 
dense  population  in  extreme  distress  inhabited  an  island 
wliere  there  was  an  Established  Church  which  was  not 
their  Church  ;  and  a  territorial  aristocracy,  the  richest  of 
whom  lived  in  distant  capitals.  Thus  they  had  a  starving 
population^  an  ahsetitee  aristocracy,  and  an  alien  Churchy 
and,  in  addition,  the  weakest  executive  in  the  world."  * 
"  That  was,"  proceeded  the  orator,  "  the  Irish  question. 
Well,  then,  what  would  hon.  gentlemen  say  if  they  were 
reading  of  a  country  in  that  position  ?  They  would  say 
at  once  ^  the  remedy  is  revolution.'  But  the  Irish  could 
not  have  a  revolution  ;  and  wh}-  ?  Because  Ireland  was 
connected  with  another  and  more  powerful  country. 
Then  what  was  the  consequence  ?  The  connexion  with 
England  thus  became  the  cause  of  the  present  state  of 
Ireland.     If  the  connexion  with  England  prevented  a 

•  Jbid.  1016. 
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revolution,  and  a  revolution  were  the  only  remedy, 
England  logically  was  in  the  odious  position  of  being 
the  cause  of  all  the  misery  in  Ireland.  What,  then,  was 
the  duty  of  an  English  Minister?  To  effect  by  his 
policy  all  those  changes  which  a  revolution  would  do  by 
force.     That  was  the  Irish  question  in  its  integrity."* 

The  reader  will  by-and-by  see  this  remarkable  speech 
alluded  to  in  a  very  remarkable  manner  on  a  memorable 
occasion  ;  and  he  will  likewise  see  how  Mr.  Disraeli,  as 
an  official,  treated  this  utterance  of  his  unofficial  days. 
For  the  present,  let  me  simply  point  out  that  on  all  the 
Irish  questions  then  so  bitterly  dividing  the  English 
parties  Mr.  Disraeli  pronounces  distinctly  Liberal  as 
opposed  to  Conservative  doctrines.  I  have  suggested 
that  at  this  period  Mr.  Disraeli  was  contemplating— 
vaguely  and  indefinitely,  of  course — still  another  trans- 
formation :  that,  as  a  change  in  the  political  horizon 
had  formerly  induced  him  to  abandon  Radicalism  for 
Conservatism,  so  now  another  change  in  his  political 
prospects  suggested  the  abandonment  of  the  Conservative 
and  a  return  to  the  Radical  creed.  By  this  time  be  had 
abandoned  probably  all  hope  of  getting  anything  from 
Peel ;  nor  was  there  any  sign  at  this  moment  of  the 
advent  of  that  rupture  in  Peel's  ranks  which  Lord 
Beaconsfield  afterwards  employed  to  Peel's  destruction. 
Probably,  then,  he  was  thinking  whether  he  might  not 
make  his  peace  with  the  Liberals  and  the  Liberal  leader. 
Of  this  view  of  the  intentions  of  this  speech,  I  find 
strong  confirmation  in  an  allusion  to  Lord  John  Russell, 
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the  Liberal  leader.  The  allusion  is  apparently  casual 
and  accidental  ;  but  scarcely  anything  of  a  personal 
character  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  says,  is  said  accidently, 
or  without  deep  purpose.  Behind  almost  every  syllable 
that  drops  from  Lord  Beaconsfield,  however  carelessly, 
or  lightly,  or  accidentally,  whether  with  the  appearance 
of  calmness  or  with  that  of  passion,  one  can  see  the 
cold  brain  of  almost  superhuman  perception,  working 
patiently,  ceaselessly,  remorselessly,  at  the  problem  of 
advancing  the  interests  of  that  brain's  owner. 

"With  regard,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  speech  from 
which  I  have  been  quoting, — "  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  if  the  noble 
lord,  or  any  other  hon.  member,  came  forward  with  a 
comprehensive  plan  which  would  certainly  settle  the 
question  of  Ireland,  no  matter  what  the  sacrifice  might 
be,  he  (Mr  Disraeli)  would  support  it,  though  he  might 
afterwards  feel  it  necessary  to  retire  from  Parliament^ 
or  to  place  his  seat  again  at  the  disposal  of  his  consti- 
tuencyJ*^  * 

I  do  not  think  I  am  putting  a  forced  construction  on 
this  passage  in  suggesting  that  it  points  to  an  incli- 
nation on  the  part  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  prepare  the  way 
for  another  scene  in  his  political  pantomime. t 

The   ingenuous   reader  will  not,    I   hope,  raise  the 

♦  2Md.  1013-14. 

■f  In  the  course  of  the  speech  with  which  I  have  been  just  dealing, 
Mr.  Disraeli,  after  he  had  stated  that  he  represented  "  the  oldest 
Tory  constituency  in  the  country,"  claimed  to  have  already  succeeded 
in  weeding  from  their  minds  some  most  inveterate  Whig  prejudices. 
**  Last  year,'*  he  went  on,  "  for  example,  when  he  was  told  that  he 
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objection  to  this  suggestion  of  an  intended  change  in 
Mr.  Disraeli  of  his  allegiance  from  Sir  Robert  Peel  to 
Lord  John  Russell,  that  he  had  for  years  previous  to 
this  inflicted  on  the  one  his  most  abject  flattery  and  on 
the  other  his  most  virulent  abuse.  It  is  true  that  he 
had  called  Peel  "  the  only  hope  of  a  suffering  people," 
and  Lord  John  Russell  a  man  of  "  a  strong  ambition 
and  a  feeble  intellect."     It  is  true  that  he  had  talked 

had  lost  his  seat  because  he  had  rupported  the  right  hon.  gentleman's 
tariff,  he  went  down  to  see  his  friends  in  the  country,  and  explained 
the  history  of  England  to  them,  and  he  caiild  assure  the  House  that 
after  that  they  took  the  most  enlightened  views  upon  the  subject^  and 
were  proud  to  recur  to  old  Tory  principles  of  commerce'*  I  have  not 
qaot^  this  passage  merely  to  give  a  further  example  of  that  astonishing 
modesty  which  is  one  of  Lord  Beaconsfield*s  most  prominent  charac- 
teristics ;  I  had  the  more  important  purpose  in  view  of  drawing  atten- 
tion to  the  speech  to  his  constituents,  of  which  mention  is  made  in 
the  passage  quoted.  The  speech  was  delivered  at  the  dinner  of  the 
Plough  Club,  in  Shrewsbury,  in  May  1843.  I  have  carefully  but 
vainly  looked  for  any  historical  information  in  the  address;  the 
greater  part  of  it  is  mere  election  blague  about  our  glorious  prin- 
ciples, our  territorial  constitution,  and  so  forth.  One  really  wonders, 
in  reading  the  speech,  how  any  man  could  condescend  to  talk  such 
rubbish.  And  still  more  one  wonders  how  any  one  could  be  deceived 
by  language  so  plainly  insincere.  The  speech  is  really  as  much  a 
burlesque  of  the  oratory  for  Tory  farmers  as  the  speech  of  Serjeant 
Buzfuz  is  of  the  oratory  of  lawyers.  Amid  the  mass  of  blague,  how- 
ever, we  find  some  matter  that  has  an  interest  for  us  ;  that  is  to  say, 
we  find  a  good  deal  about  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  about  Mr.  Disraeli^s 
support  of  Peel's  Free  Trade  Com  Bill  and  Tariff  of  1842.  These, 
Mr.  Disraeli  declared,  he  voted  for  as  **  wise  and  expedient  measures." 
"  I  voted,"  he  says  in  another  passage,  **  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  should 
do  that  which  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  before  Lord  Liverpool 
had  done,  and  which,  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  before  Lord 
lAverpooVs  time,  Mr.  Pitt  had  done.  (Hear,  hear.)  Sir  Robert  Peel 
only  followed  the  example  of  those  eminent  statesmen — of  those  eminent 
Conservative  statesmen — (cheers)" — and  so  on.  Now  here  is  a  point  I 
wish  to  draw  particular  attention  to  in  this  speech.  Mr.  DisraeU,  in 
allosioii  to  this  address,  says,  as  has  been  seen,  that  he  had  been 

17 
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of  Peel  as  one  of  "splendid  talents**  and  ''spotless 
reputation/*  while  he  had  compared  Russell  to  an 
"  insect.**  But  I  have  written  to  little  purpose  if  the 
reader  who  has  followed  the  narrative  up  to  this  point 
requires  to  be  told  that  the  recollection  of  all  this  past 
adulation  and  this  past  vituperation  would  not  have 
had  the  least  influence  in  preventing  Mr.  Disraeli  from 
beginning  to  abuse  the  man  whom  he  had  praised^  and 
to  praise  him  whom  he  had  abused.* 

threatened  with  the  loss  of  his  seat  because  he  had  supported  Peel's 
Tariff.  And  this  is  true,  for  the  Shropshire  Qmservative,  one  of  the 
journals  of  Shrewsbury  which  had  formerly  supported  Peel  most 
strongly,  contained  at  this  period — as  I  have  already  mentioned  (oitftf, 
210-11,  note)— most  bitter  denunciations  of  Peel.  The  chief  ground  of 
these  denunciations  was  that  the  Premier  had,  in  his  Tariff  and  Com 
Act,  abandoned  the  Protectionist  principles  which  he  had  been  raised 
to  power  to  defend.  In  other  words,  the  Shropshire  Conservative 
brought  against  Peel  the  very  same  charge  which,  a  few  years  later 
on,  Mr.  Disraeli  used  with  such  crushing  effect.  But  mark  how,  on 
this  occasion,  Mr.  Disraeli  meets  the  chief  article  in  his  own  and  the 
Shropshire  Conservative's  indictment  of  Peel.  **  It  would  have  been 
easy  for  me,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  as  many  others  have  done,  to  turn 
round  suddenly  and  say,  here  is  the  Minister  of  England,  the  man 
whom  the  men  of  England  have  put  at  the  head  of  the  great  Con- 
servative party ;  he  has  gained  power,  and  the  moment  he  has  gained 
power  he  seems  to  hesitate  whether  he  should  carry  into  extreme 
effect  the  principles  we  profess."  (Hear,  hear,  from  the  Editor  of 
the  Shropshire  Conservative.)  "  Hear,  hear,  says  my  hon.  friend. 
(Cheers.)  My  answer  to  him  is  this,  Vuit  Sir  Bohert  Peel  is  net  the 
vuin  to  be  carried  into  ponder  to  be  your  tool  f  (Great  cheers.)  Se 
trill  be  your  Minister,  but  he  will  not  be  your  tool  /  (Applause.)  " — 
Shropshire  Conservative,  May  3,  1843. 

♦  A  writer  from  whom  I  have  often  quoted  puts  in  effective  juxta- 
position the  estimates  given  of  Lord  John  Russell  at  different  periods 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield.  Having  first  quoted  the  epithets  applied  in  the 
Runnymede  letters,  the  writer  proceeds :  "  Later  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
career,  it  became  his  cue  to  flatter  Lord  Russell  as  resolutely  as  in  the 
letters  of  Runnymede  he  had  bespattered  him.    In  *  Coningsby,*  his 
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Among  the  members  of  the  House  during  this 
session,  and  for  some  years  afterwards,  was  a  Mr. 
Ferrand,  who  sat  for  Knaresborough.  He  was  a  Tory 
of  the  most  violent  school,  and  was  by  no  means 
friendly  to  the  existing  Tory  Cabinet,  whose  attach- 
ment to  Tory  principles  he  considered  decidedly  luke- 
warm. He  seems  to  have  had  a  boisterous,  restless, 
unreasoning  nature,  and  he  made  himself  principally 
remarkable  by  speeches  of  the  most  violent  and  reckless 

<  strong  ambition '  and  '  dark  and  diAhonoarable  intrigues  *  are  con- 
verted into  *  this  moral  intrepidity  which  prompts  him  ever  to  dare 
that  which  his  intellect  assures  him  is  politic.  He  is  consequently  at 
the  same  time  sagacious  and  bold  in  counsel ;  as  an  administrator,  he 
is  prompt  and  indefatigable.*  The  'cold  and  inanimate  tempera- 
meat/  the  '  weak  voice  and  mincing  manner/  the  '  imbecile  accents 
that  struggle  for  sound  in  the  chamber,  echoing  but  a  few  years  back 
with  the  glowing  fervour  of  a  Canning/  became  '  physical  deficiencies 
which  even  a  Demosthenic  impulse  could  scarcely  overcome.'  But 
these  disadvantages  detract  little  from  the  parliamentary  influence  of 
a  statesman  who  *  is  experienced  in  debate,  quick  in  reply,  fertile  in 
resources,  takes  large  views,  and  frequently  compensates  for  a  dry 
and  hesitating  manner  by  the  expression  of  those  noble  truths  that 
flash  across  the  fancy,  and  rise  spontaneously  to  the  lips  of  men  of 
poetic  temperament  when  addressing  popular  assemblies.*  'The 
noble '  of  the  Runnymede  letters  '  who,  with  a  historic  name  and  no 
fortune,  a  vast  ambition  and  a  baulked  career,  and  soured,  not  to  say 
malignant,  from  disappointment,*  offered  *  prime  materials  for  the 
leader  of  a  revolutionary  faction,*  becomes  one  whose  '  private  life  of 
dignified  repute,*  and  'the  antecedents  of  whose  birth  and  rank,* 
added  to  the  personal  qualities  before  eulogised,  made  the  best  leader  the 
Whigs  have  ever  had  or  could  have.*  The  '  individual  *  of  Runnymede, 
'  who,  on  the  principle  that  good  vinegar  is  the  corruption  of  bad 
wine,  has  been  metamorphosed  from  '  an  incapable  author  *  into  an 
eminent  politician,*  becomes,  in  the  biography  of  Lord  Geoorge 
Bcntinck,  an  instance,  along  with  Mr.  Burke,  *  Caius  Julius,*  and 
Frederick  the  Great,  of  the  union  of  pre-eminent  capacity,  both  in 
meditation  and  in  action.** — "  Political  Adventures  of  Lord  Beaconi- 
field*'  Fortnightly  JRevierv,  czxxviii.,  N.  S.,  876-6. 
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personal  invective.  In  a  debate  on  the  Corn  Law,  he 
would  stand  up  to  declare  that  Mr.  Cobden  grossly 
ill-treated  his  employisy  and  roundly  call  the  manu- 
facturers a  set  of  slave-drivers.  In  moments  of  great 
excitement,  and  after  dinner,  his  speeches  received 
occasionally  a  good  deal  of  applause  from  the  more 
rabid  of  his  party ;  but  his  sallies  as  a  rule  appear  to 
have  evoked  nothing  but  laughter — half-amused,  half- 
contemptuous. 

But  though  he  might  thus  be  contemned  by  other 
people,  Mr.  Ferrand  had  the  satisfaction  of  being  taken 
quite  seriously  by  Mr.  Disraeli.  The  future  enemy  of 
Peel  saw  in  this  silly,  bigoted,  and  tempestuous  man 
what  he  himself  would  call  "  the  brooding  elements  " 
of  an  active  opposition.  It  is  one  of  the  secrets  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  success  in  life,  as  I  have  more 
than  once  pointed  out,  that  he  has  selected  the  proper 
persons  to  be  his  tools.  He  has  built  his  position,  as 
he  told  us  he  intended  to  do  in  "  Vivian  Grey,'*  on 
the  mean  passions  of  mean  and  foolish  men.  Mr. 
Ferrand  was  an  excellent  specimen  of  the  kind  of 
Conservative  who  could  be  played  off  against  the  Con- 
servative chief,  and  the  whole  party  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
afterwards  succeeded  in  dragging  after  him  against 
Peel  consisted  almost  entirely  of  men  of  a  Ferrand-like 
type  of  mind  and  character.  All  that  was  good  in  the 
Conservative  party  adhered  to  Peel ;  all  that  was  bad, 
followed  the  lead  of  Mr.  Disraeli. 

Mr.  Ferrand,  like  Mr.  Disraeli,  was  great  on   the 
Poor  Law,  and  was  fond  of  delivering  excited  harangues 
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to  working  men  on  the  wrongs  the  new  bastilles  in- 
flicted on  the  poor.  Sir  James  Graham,  then  Home 
Secretary,  had  the  misfortune  to  come  into  collision 
with  the  member  for  Knaresborough  on  his  pet  topic, 
and  was  accordingly  favoured  with  a  large  amount  of 
Mr.  Ferrand's  vituperation.  Sir  James  Graham  was 
accused  by  Mr.  Ferrand  of  having  induced  an  Assistant 
Poor  Law  Commissioner  to  draw  up  a  false  report, 
and  of  having  also  induced  Mr.  Hogg,  then  member 
for  Beverley,  to  give  a  partial  vote  at  an  Election 
Petition  Committee,  of  which  he  was  chairman. 

In  making  a  sort  of  defence  for  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr. 
Disraeli  took  an  opportunity  of  striking  a  blow  at  the 
Premier.  In  the  previous  session  a  painful  scene  had 
taken  place  between  the  Premier  and  Mr.  Cobden. 

The  terrible  distress  of  the  year  1842  produced  a 
great  deal  of  political  discontent.  As  is  often  the  case 
in  such  moods  of  the  public  mind,  some  of  the  people 
attributed  their  privations  to  the  Government.  This 
feeling  found  terrible  expression :  Mr.  Drummond,  the 
private  secretary  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  was  shot  dead  in 
the  streets.  Many  persons  thought — Peel  among  the 
rest — that  the  bullet  was  intended  for  the  Premier 
himself,  and  that  Mr.  Drummond  was  shot  in  mistake. 
This  terrible  event  came  upon  Peel  at  a  moment  when 
he  was  physically  almost  worn  out  by  hard  work,  and 
by  the  anxiety  of  his  overwhelming  responsibility ;  and 
much  disturbed  his  mind. 

Shortly  after  this  occurrence,  Cobden,  in  a  fervid 
speech  on  the  Com  Laws,— for  he,  poor  creature,  could 
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years,  Mazzini  was  living  in  England,  and  was,  as 
throughout  his  whole  life,  engaged  in  a  plot  for  the  ani- 
fication  of  Italy.  Two  brothers — Bandiera  by  name — 
were  among  his  instruments  and  correspondents.  Their 
letters  to  Mazzini  were  opened  by  order  of  Sir  James 
Graham,  and  the  Austrian  G-overnment  was  informed 
of  the  plots  against  it  which  these  letters  revealed.  The 
brothers  Bandiera  were  living  in  Corfu.  A  spy,  em- 
ployed by  the  Aastrian  Government,  Induced  the  brothers 
to  enter  upon  Austrian  territory;  and,  having  been 
teized,  they  were  executed. 

This  event  aroused  most  violent  excitement  in  England, 

and  drew  down  upon   Sir  James  Graham  a  storm  of 

,   popular  hato.   .Popular  sentiment  was  wounded  in  its 

aitive  points.     Fii-st,  tbe  aacrednesa  of  private 

wndence   was   invadud;   and,  next,  tbe  right  of 

%  to  which  tbe  people  of  this  country  attach  such 

Tbe  strong  feeling  of  dislike  to  tbe  existing 

%r  Ttaly  addt^d  to  the  indignation  at  tbe  maimer  in 

I  which  those  who  bad  conspired  against  them  had  beeu 

[  MUfi4ipud  to  ft  bloody  end. 

Ilhfl  excitement  was  increased  when  tbe  nimuiirs  went 
^brosil  Umt  it*'       ^q^'<"t   lutU^rS  of  foreigners  only 
linuit.     Mr.  Thomas 
liar     member    for 
letters  also 
Chartist 
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was  several  times  adjourned  and  several  times  renewed. 
On  February  20,  Mr.  Disraeli  spoke;  and  he  then  made 
the  most  violent  attack  on  the  Prime  Minister  he  had 
yet  indulged  in.  He  described  him  as  displaying  "  un- 
usual warmth,"  adding  that  it  by  no  means  followed 
that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  "felt  it."  "The  right 
hon.  baronet,"  he  proceeded,  "has  too  great  a  mind, 
and  fills  too  eminent  a  position,  ever  to  lose  his  temper; 
but  in  a  popular  assembly  it  is  sometimes  expedient  to 
enact  the  part  of  the  choleric  gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  touched  the  red  box  with  emotion.  I 
know  from  old  experience  that  when  one  first  enters 
the  House,  these  exhibitions  are  rather  alarming ;  and 
I  believe  that  some  of  the  younger  members  were 
much  frightened ;  but  I  would  advise  them  not  to  be 
terrified.  I  would  tell  them  that  the  right  hon.  baronet 
will  not  eat  them  up — will  not  even  resign;  the  very 
worst  thing  he  will  do  will  be  to  tell  them  to  rescind  a 
vote."  ♦ 

In  the  midst  of  such  a  passage  as  this,  Mr.  Disraeli 
calmly  said,  "  I  am  making  no  attack  on  the  Govern- 
ment." 

Sir  Robert  Peel  hereupon  burst  forth  with  a  "  Hear, 
hear."  The  words  must  have  been  uttered  in  an  irri- 
tating tone,  and  probably — whatever  the  tone — raised  a 
laugh;  for  the  contrast  between  Mr.  Disraeli's  general 
style  and  his  protest  was  comically  glaring.  The  inter- 
ruption put  Mr.  Disraeli  completely  out  of  temper;  or  he 
found  it  expedient  to  pretend  to  be  out  of  temper ;  and 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxvii.  906. 
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he  ferociously  accused  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  being  in  corre- 
spondence with  a  gentleman  "  who  had  been  implicated 
in  designs  against  the  State,'*  "  Yes  1 "  continued  Mr. 
Disraeli,  "  one  of  the  intimate  friends  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  was  concerned  in  Despard's  plot,  and  now 
holds  ofHce  in  the  right  hon.  baronet's  administration."* 

What  terms  can  properly  characterise  such  a  charge 
as  this?  This  debate  was  in  1845;  Despard's  plot  was 
in  1802;  a  long  way  indeed  to  go  back  for  an  accu- 
sation I  Besides,  to  put  it  mildly,  was  it  a  chivalrous 
mode  of  combat  to  attack  a  third  person  by  way  of 
getting  at  an  enemy? 

Sir  Robert  Peel's  reply  was  overwhelming.  First 
answering  to  the  charge  of  affecting  warmth,  "It  is 
certainly  very  possible,"  he  said,  "to  manifest  great 
vehemence  of  action,  and  yet  not  be  in  a  groat  passion. 
On  the  other  handy  it  is  possible  to  be  eaceedinglt/  cold, 
indifferent,  and  composed  in  your  manner,  and  yet  to 
cherish  very  acrimonious  feelings^  "  Notwithstanding 
the  provocation  of  the  hon.  gentleman,"  went  on  the 
Premier,  "  I  will  not  deal  so  harshly  with  him  as  he  has 
dealt  with  me.  He  undertakes  to  assure  the  House  that 
my  vehemence  was  all  pretended,  and  warmth  all  simu- 
lated. /,  on  the  contrary,  vnll  do  him  entire  justice  ;  I  do 
believe  that  his  bitterness  was  not  simulated,  but  that  it 
was  entirely  sincere,'*  t 
And,  then,  referring  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  professions  of 

♦  IHd.  909. 
t  Ibid,  998. 
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friendship,  Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted  the  £unous  lines  of 
Canning  on  the  candid  friend.* 

Next  the  Premier  dealt  with  the  more  serious  question ; 
the  allegation  that  he  had  employed  a  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  Despard  plot  Mr.  Bonham,  of  the 
Ordnance,  was  the  person,  alluded  to  ;  and  Sir  Bobert 
read  a  letter  from  that  gentleman,  in  which  he  stated 
that  at  the  time  of  the  plot  he  was  a  boy  of  sixteen 
years,  and  that  he  had  had  no  more  connection  with  it 
than  Sir  Bobert  Peel  himself.f 

This  retort  was  crushing,  and  so  Mr.  Disraeli  felt ;  for 
he  had  to  stand  up  immediately  after  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
had  sat  down,  and  make  an  apology  which  may  well 
be  called  abject.  His  statement  had  been  proved  to  be 
"  utterly  unfounded  ; "  he  had  committed  a  "  great  and 
grievous  error,"  "and  lam  not  ashamed,"  he  added,  "to 
acknowledge  it ;"  though  most  men  of  ordinary  delicacy 
of  feeling  would  have  felt  ashamed  when  convicted  of 
having  made  a  most  serious  charge,  which  had  no  foun- 
dation whatever,  against  an  unoffending  person.  Mr. 
Disraeli's  excuse  for  his  act  is  still  poorer  in  spirit : — 

"  I  repeat,  the  reference  was  perfectly  unpremeditated, 
and  I  believe  it  was  so  recognised  by  the  House  at  the 
time.  A  taunting  cheer  from  the  right  hon.  baronet  called 
my  recollection  to  the  circumstance,  which  I  admit  1 
thought  might  not  be  agreeable  to  him,  but  at  half-past 

♦        "  Give  me  the  avowed,  erect,  and  manly  foe ; 
Firm  I  can  meet,  perhaps  can  turn  the  blow ; 
But  of  all  the  places,  good  Heaven,  thy  vrrath  can  send, 
Save,  0  save  me  from  a  candid  friend  !  " — IHd,  998. 

t  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxvii.  1000. 


PREPARING  THE  MUTINY.  267 

eleven  o'clock,  in  the  excitement  of  debate,  there  are 
perhaps  few  of  us  who  would  be  superior  to  the  weak- 
ness." * 

With  characteristic  elasticity,  Mr.  Disraeli,  notwith- 
standing his  discomfiture  of  February  21,  returned  to  the 
charge  against  the  Premier  on  February  28.  He  played 
on  a  good  string — the  implicit  obedience  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  demanded  from  his  supporters.  This  he  denounced 
as  "  a  system  of  tyranny  "  "  as  degrading  to  those  who 
exercise  it  as  to  those  who  endure  it."  t  Then,  he 
thus  happily  described  the  adoption  by  Peel  of  Liberal 
measures  :  "  The  right  han.  Gentleman  caught  the  Whigs 
bathing^  and  walked  atoay  with  tlieir  clothes.  He  has  left 
them  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  liberal  position^  and 

he  is  himself  a  strict  conservative  of  their  garments,  X  .  .  .  • 
I  look  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  man  who  has 
tamed  the  Shrew  of  Liberalism  by  her  own  tactics.  He 
is  the  political  Petruchio,  who  has  outbid  you  all."§ 

The  light  tone  which  characterises  the  part  of  the 
speech  just  quoted  was  changed  as  Mr.  Disraeli 
approached  the  conclusion  of  his  address.  The  reader 
has  seen  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted  against  Mr. 
Disraeli  Canning's  famous  lines  on  the  "  candid  friend." 
It  is  known  that  when,  on  Lord  Liverpool's  illness. 
Canning  became  Premier,  Sir  Robert  Peel  refused  his 
support,  and  withdrew  from  the  new  Ministry.  The 
feeling — whether  just  or  unjust — was  general,  that 
Peel's  conduct  in  this  transaction  was  not — to  say  the 
least  of  it — generous.     Sir  Robert  Peel,  as  has  already 
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been  seen,  was  much  given  to  quotation,  sometimes 
even  venturing  to  speak  long  passages  from  the  classics. 
With  cruel  dexterity  Mr.  Disraeli  stabs  his  enemy  in 
these  weak  points.  He  sarcastically  complimented  the 
Prime  Minister  on  using  quotation  with  great  eflFect, 
^'  partly,  because  he  seldom  quotes  a  passage  that  has  not 
previously  received  the  meed  of  Parliamentary  appro- 
bation, and  partly  and  principally,  because  his  quotations 
are  so  happy."  *  Then  he  went  on  to  allude  to  the 
relations  which  had  existed  between  Peel  and  Canning. 

"  We  all,"  he  said,  speaking  of  Canning,  '*  admire 
his  genius  ;  we  all,  at  least  mo9t  of  us,  deplore  his 
untimely  end ;  and  we  all  sympathise  with  him  in  his 
fierce  struggle  with  supreme  prejudice  and  sublime 
mediocrity, — with  inveterate  foes  and  with — 'candid 
friends.*  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  sure  that 
a  quotation  from  such  an  authority  will  always  tell. 
Some  lines,  for  example,  upon  friendship,  written  by 
Mr.  Canning,  and  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ! 
The  theme — the  poet — the  speaker — what  a  felicitous 
combination  I  Its  effect  in  debate  must  be  over- 
whelming ;  and  I  am  sure,  were  it  addressed  to  me, 
all  that  would  remain  for  me  would  be  thus  publicly  to 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  only  on  his 
ready  memory,  but  on  his  courageous  conscience."  t 

This  bitterly  pointed  attack  Sir  Robert  Peel  received 
coolly  enough.  He  expressed  the  hope  that  Mr.  Disraeli, 
"  having  discharged  the  accumulated  virus  of  the  last 
week,"  now  felt  "more  at  ease  than  he  was."t    Then  Peel 
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declared  that  he  would  not  condescend  to  "  reciprocate 
personalities"  with  his  assailant.*  Finally,  referring  to 
the  attack  as  to  his  conduct  towards  Canning,  Peel 
naturally  asked  how  it  was  that  by  an  accidental 
quotation  Mr.  Disraeli's  mind  was  suddenly,  and  for 
the    first    time,   awakened    to    the    enormity    of   his 

conduct,  t 

In  about  three  weeks  after  this  collision,  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  another  and  a  better  opportunity  of  assailing  the 
Minister.  Nobody  watching  his  plan  of  operations  can 
deny  its  skill,  though,  to  be  sure,  the  materials  for  a 
rebellion  against  the  Government  lay  ready  enough  to 
any  one's  hands.  Mr.  Disraeli  knew  that  the  sternness 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  rule  had  created  discontent  among 
his  followers  ;  and  in  his  last  two  speeches  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  dexterously  appealed  to  this  feeling.  But  even 
stronger  than  this  feeling  was  another  among  a  large 
body  of  the  Conservatives — the  feeling  that  Sir  Robert 
Peel  had  not  proved  sufficiently  devoted  to  what  is  called 
the  agricultural  interest.  I  have  already  shown  the  alarm 
which  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Corn  Law  and  Tariff  of  1842 
had  created.  This  alarm  had  gone  on  increasing.  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  in  1842,  had  but  entered  office,  and  while 
his  followers  were  still  enjoying  the  first  delicious  taste 
of  power,  they  were  willing  to  be  carried  away  by 
their  leader.  But  1842  was  now  three  years  past. 
And  then.  Sir  Robert's  declarations  in  favour  of  Pro- 
tection were  becoming  every  year  less  firm.     Besides,  , 
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the  great  relief  that  the  agriculturists  had  panted  for 
had  come  in  mere  drops,  not  in  golden  showers. 

When  Mr.  W.  Miles  then  proposed,  on  March  17ih, 
that  a  portion  of  the  surplus  should  be  applied  towards 
"  affording  relief  to  the   agricultural   interest,'**      Mr. 
Disraeli  had  a  splendid  opportunity  for  an  attack  on 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  most  effectively  he  made  use  of  it.t 
Knowing  well  that  the  Government  would  oppose  this 
motion  of  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  Disraeli  recalled  how  several 
of  the  Ministers  had  supported  a  similar  proposal  when 
they  were  out  of  ofBce  ;  and  then  he  harped  on  the 
difference  between  the  Government,  and   particularly 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  they  were  in  and  out  of  office. 
Next  he  ironically  rebuked  his  agricultural  friends  for 
tlieir  impatience  with  Sir  Robert  Peel.     ^*  There  is  no 
doubt,*'  he  went  on,  "  a  difference  in  the  right  hen. 
gentleman's  demeanour  as  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
as  Minister  of  the  Crown.    But  that's  the  old  story  :  ycu 
must  not  contrast  too  strongly  the  hours  of  courtship  with 
the  years  of  possession.     'Tis  very  true  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman's  conduct  is  different.     I  remember  him 
making  his  protection  speeches.     They  were  the    best 
speeches  I  ever  heard.     It  was  a  great  thing  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  say,  '  I  would  sooner  be  the  leader 
of  the  Gentlemen  of  England  than  possess  the  confidenoe 
of  Sovereigns.'     That  was  a  grand  thing.      We  don't 
hear  much  of  the  *  Gentlemen  of  England '  now.     Bat 
what  of  that  ?    They  have  the  pleasures  of  memory — the 
charms  of  reminiscences.      They  were  his  first  love,  and 
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though  he  may  not  kneel  to  them  now  as  in  the  hour  of 
passion,  still  they  can  recall  the  past ;  and  noihing  is 
more  useless  and  unwise  than  these  scenes  of  crimination 
and  reproach^  for  we  know  that  in  all  these  cases^  when 
the  beloved  object  has  ceased  to  charm,  it  is  in  vain  to 
appeal  to  the  feelings."* 

Mr.  Disraeli  next  proceeded  to  allude  to  a  speech 
which  Mr.  Sydney  Herbert  had  made  a  few  days 
previously.  Mr.  Herbert  had  said  that  "it  would  be 
distasteful  to  the  agriculturist  to  come  whining  to 
Parliament  at  every  period  of  temporary  distress."  f 

"The  right  hon.  gentleman,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli, 
"being  compelled  to  interfere,  sends  down  his  valet, 
who  says  in  the  genteelest  manner,  '  We  can  have  no 
whining  here.*  And  that,  sir,  is  exactly  the  case 
of  the  great  agricultural  interest — that  beauty  which 
everybody  wooed,  and  one  deluded.  There  is  a  fatality 
in  such  charms,  and  we  now  seem  to  approach  the 
catastrophe  of  her  career.  Protection  appears  to  be  in 
about  the  same  condition  that  Protest;antism  was  in 
1828.  For  my  part,  if  we  are  to  have  free  trade,  I 
who  honour  genius,  prefer  that  such  measures  should  be 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  than  by 
one  who,  through  skilful  Parliamentary  manoeuvres, 
has  tampered  with  the  generous  confidence  of  a  great 
people  and  a  great  party.  For  myself,  I  care  not 
what  may  be  the  result.  Dissolve,  if  you  please,  the 
Parliament  you  have  betrayed,  and  appeal  to  the  people, 
who,  I  believe,  mistrust  you.     For  me  there  remains 
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this  at  least — the  opportunity  of  expressing  thus  pub- 
licly my  belief  that  a  Conservative  Oavemment  is  an 
Organised  Hypocrisy.^*  * 

In  our  admiration  of  the  skill  of  these  attacks  by  Mr. 
Disraeli,  we  must  not  forget  to  examine  their  justice  or 
injustice.  I  have  already,  in  the  earlier  part  of  this 
chapter,  shown — as  I  think,  conclusively — ^that  the  Corn 
Law  and  the  Tariff  of  1842  were  Free  Trade  measures  ; 
and  I  have  shown  that  those  very  Free  Trade  measures 
were  not  only  not  opposed,  but  were  actually  supported 
with  enthusiasm,  by  Mr.  Disraeli.  Yet  he  now  has  the 
face  in  1845  to  pander  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Tory 
agriculturists  against  those  measures  of  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
which  he  himself  supported  in  1842 !  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
reply — so  far  as  the  contest  between  him  and  Mr. 
Disraeli  is  concerned — is  crushing,  f  He  quoted  the 
passages  I  have  already  given,  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli 
declared  that  the  Tariff  of  1842,  which  at  that  time 
was  denounced  by  the  same  persons  and  for  the  same 
reasons  as  Peel's  measures  at  the  present  moment, 
was  in  exact  permanent  and  perfect  consistency  with 
the  principles  of  Free  Trade  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt. 
Having  thus  completely  proved  the  inconsistency  of 
Mr.  Disraeli — the  readiness  to  defend  in  1842,  and  the 
readiness  to  attack  in  1845,  the  same  measures, — Sir 
Robert  Peel  thus  contemptuously  proceeds  : — 

"  I  do  not  know  whether  they  " — Mr.  Disraeli's 
words — *'  are  of  sufficient  importance  to  mention  them 
to  the  House  ;  but  this  I  know,  that  I  then  held  in  the 
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same  estimation  the  panegyric  with  which  I  now  regard 
the  attack."  * 

We  have  seen  how  Mr.  Disraeli  skilfully  addressed 
himself  towards  encouraging  the  wrath  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  Tory  party  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
offended.  He  had  appealed  to  the  vanity  of  the  younger 
members,  whose  frowardness  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
snubbed.  He  had  appealed  to  the  agriculturists,  whom 
Sir  Robert  Peel  had  disappointed.  But  those  feelings, 
bitter  and  powerful  though  they  might  be,  were  weak 
compared  with  that  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  next  appealed  ; 
for  the  passion  upon  which  he  played  was  religious 
bigotry.  In  1845  Sir  Robert  Peel  proposed  to  increase 
the  annual  allowance  to  the  Roman  Catholic  College  of 
Maynooth  from  £9,000  to  £26,000.  This  grant  was 
justified  by  all  the  circumstances.  It  had  been  con- 
clusively proved  that  the  College  was  quite  inefficient 
for  its  purposes ;  that  it  could  not  teach  the  requisite 
number  of  students  ;  and  that  it  could  not  properly  feed 
and  house  the  few  students  it  had.  Moreover,  the 
grant  raised  no  question  of  principle,  for  if  it  were 
wrong  to  endow  the  Roman  Catholics  at  all,  a  grant  of 
£9,000  a  year  was  quite  as  much  a  violation  of  that 
principle  as  a  grant  of  £26,000.  But  the  violation  of 
principle  involved  in  a  grant  of  £9,000  had  been 
sanctioned  by  successive  Parliaments  for  fifty  years. 
The  proposal  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  accordingly  sup- 
ported by  all  the  intelligent  and  tolerant  men  of  the 
House,  irrespective  of  party.     It  was  supported  by  Lord 
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John  Rassell,  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  party,  by  a 
Radical  so  sturdy  as  Joseph  Hume,  and  by  an  enemy 
80  bitter  of  religious  endowment  as  Richard  Cobden. 
However,  a  measure  which  had  the  appearance  of  even 
giving  the  slightest  support  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  was  certain  to  find  vehement  opposition  from 
a  section  of  narrow-minded  and  bigoted  people.  As 
Macaulay,  who  spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  said, 
describing  the  commotion  which  Peel's  proposal  drew 
forth, — 

"  The  Orangeman  raises  his  howl,  and  Exeter 
Hall  sets  up  its  bray,  and  Mr.  M^Neile  is  horror- 
stricken  to  think  that  a  still  larger  grant  is  intended 
for  *the  priests  of  Baal'  at  the  table  of  ^Jezebel'; 
and  your  Protestant  operatives  of  DubUn  call  for  the 
impeachment  of  the  Minister  in  exceedingly  bad 
English."  ♦ 

Mr.  Disraeli,  for  all  his  indifference  to  the  Christian 
religion  in  any  shape,  saw  a  tide  was  flowing  against 
the  Minister  ;  and,  however  dirty  the  tide  might  be, 
determined  to  take  it  at  its  flood. 

In  the  character  of  Lord  Bolingbroke,  the  statesman 
for  whom  Lord  Beaconsfield  has  so  often  expressed 
admiration,  one  of  the  worst  features  is  that,  though  per- 
sonally an  infidel,  he  assiduously  persecuted  Dissenters. 
Every  historian  feels  bound  to  express  disgust  at  this, 
as  one  of  the  worst  offences  in  his  scandalous  career. 
Yet  why  should  we  waste  our  anger  on  Bolingbroke  ? 
Bolingbroke  is  long  since  dead  ;  but  we  have  living 
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among  ns,  and  inflnencing  our  destinies^  a  statesman 
who  has  made  quite  as  unscrupulous  a  use  of  religious 
infatuation. 

One  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  first  points  against  Sir  Robert 
Peel  was  the  pains  that  that  statesman  took  to  justify 
his  actual  policy  by  reference  to  past  examples. 

"The  right  hon.  gentleman,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli, 
"  tells  us  to  go  back  to  precedents  ;  with  him  a 
great  measure  is  always  founded  on  a  small  prece- 
dent. He  traces  the  steam  engine  always  back  to 
the  tea-kettle.  His  precedents  are  generally  tea-kettle 
precedents."* 

"  It  is  not  Radicalism,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli  in  another 
passage,  "it  is  not  the  revolutionary  spirit  of  the 
nineteenth  century,  which  has  consigned  *  another 
place '  to  illustrious  insignificance  ;  it  is  Conservatism 
and  a  Conservative  dictator."  f 

And  then,  again,  he  aired  the  grievances  of  young 
members : — 

"  Whenever  the  young  men  of  England  allude  to 
any  great  principle  of  political  life  or  Parliamentary 
conduct,  are  they  to  be  recommended  to  go  to  a  rail- 
way Committee  ?  "  J 

And  next  followed  this  famous  description  of  Peel's 
statesmanship  : — 

"  Something  has  risen  up  in  this  country  as  fatal  in 
the  political  world  as  it  has  been  in  the  landed  world  of 
Ireland — we  have  a  great  Parliamentary  middleman. 
It  is  well  known  what  a  middleman  is ;  he  \%  a  man 

♦  Ih'ul,  558.    .  t  ^^'^'  X  ^^'  664. 
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who  bamboozles  one  party,  and  plunders  the  other,  till, 
having  obtained  a  position  to  which  he  is  not  entitled, 
he  cries  out,  ^  Let  us  have  no  party  questions,  but  fixity 
of  tenure.'  "  * 

After  this  came  an  appeal  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
members  to  vote  against  the  Bill.  And  this  passage 
appears  to  me  one  of  the  most  powerful  Mr.  Disraeli 
ever  uttered.     One  figure  is  unquestionably  fine  : — 

"  I  cannot  believe,  therefore,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli, 
**  that  the  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen,  on  reflection — 
and  I  hope  they  will  have  time  for  reflection — will  vote 
for  this  measure,  when  they  consider  what  it  is.  Who 
is  he  who  introduces  it?  He  is  the  same  individual 
tohose  bleak  shade  fell  on  the  sunshine  of  your  hopes  for 
more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century!*^  t 

Finally,  in  his  anxiety  to  get  support  against  the 
Minister,  Mr.  Disraeli  appealed  to  those  Whigs  whom 
he  had  been  savagely  abusing  almost  from  his  boyhood, 
and  to  that  Whig  statesman  whom  he  had  once  com- 
pared  to  an  insect. 

"  As  to  the  Whigs,  I  am  almost  in  despair,"  he  said, 
"  of  appealing  to  their  hereditary  duties,  their  constitu- 
tional convictions,  or  their  historical  position  ;  but  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was 
almost  weary  of  being  dragged  at  the  triumphal  car 
of  a  conqueror  who  did  not  conquer  him  in  fair  fight. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  might  have  found  some  in- 
spiration in  the  writings  of  that  great  man  whom  he 
has  so  often  quoted,  and  whose  fame  he  attempts  to 
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emulate.  I  should  have  thought  that  a  man  of  the 
mind  and  spirit  of  the  noble  Lord — ^and  he  has  a 
thoughtful  mind  and  a  noble  spirit — might  have  felt 
that  Mr.  Fox  would  have  taken  a  course  which  I  still 
think  the  noble  Lord,  touched  by  his  high  position,  and 
the  responsibility  of  that  position,  will  still  adopt."* 

And  the  speech  wound  up  with  these  energetic  pas- 
sages : — 

"  Let  us  in  this  House  re-echo  that  which  I  believe 
to  be  the  sovereign  sentiment  of  this  country ;  let  us 
tell  persons  in  high  places  that  cunning  is  not  caution, 
and  that  habitual  perfidy  is  not  high  policy  of  State. . 
....  Let  us  bring  back  to  this  House  that  which  it 
has  for  so  long  a  time  past  been  without — the  legitimate 
influence  and  salutary  check  of  a  constitutional  Oppo- 
sition. That  is  what  the  country  requires,  what  the 
country  looks  for.  Let  us  do  it  at  once  in  the  only 
way  in  which  it  can  be  done,  by  dethroning  this 
dynasty  of  deception,  by  putting  an  end  to  the  in- 
tolerable yoke  of  official  despotism  and  Parliamentary 
imposture."  t 

I  have  now  finished  my  account  of  the  session  of 
1845.  No  impartial  reader,  it  appears  to  me,  can  think 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  comes  well  out  of  it,  or  Sir  Robert 
Peel  ill.  In  the  chief  debate  of  the  year — the  debate 
on  the  Maynooth  Grant — we  find  Mr.  Disraeli  taking 
the  side  of  the  bigoted  and  the  stupid,  and  Sir  Robert 
Peel  that  of  the  tolerant  and  the  enlightened.  We 
have   seen  that,  to  further  his   private  interests,  Mr. 
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Disraeli  appealed  to  the  worst  passions  of  the  narrow- 
minded  ;  while,  to  carry  what  he  believed  a  good 
measure,  Sir  Robert  Peel  dared  to  encounter  violent 
prejudices,  and  to  risk  his  personal  and  political  in- 
terests. We  now  approach  a  session  in  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  play  the  same  parts  on 
a  more  important  scale. 
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CHAPTER  XI. 

THE  FALL   OF   PEEL. 

T  HAVE,  in  the  last  and  previous  chapters,  endeavoured 
to  show  the  change  that  was  gradually  working  in  the 
mind  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  on  the  question  of  Protection. 
The  Com  Law  and  the  Tariff  of  1842  were  a  real 
advance  in  the  direction  of  Free  Trade ;  and  the 
speeches  of  the  Premier  in  the  succeeding  sessions 
prove  that  the  Premier's  defence  of  Protection  was 
growing  perceptibly  weaker.  During  the  recess  of 
1845,  events  occurred  which  brought  a  crisis  to  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  rendered  all  further  hesitation  and 
wavering  on  his  part  impossible.  The  blight  attacked 
the  potato  in  Ireland,  and  famine  stared  the  Irish 
people  in  the  face.  The  appalling  statement  rested 
first  on  newspaper  reports,  but  by-and-by  public 
meetings,  under  the  most  responsible  auspices,  con- 
firmed the  intelligence.  Everybody  now  knows  that 
those  gloomy  prognostications  were  more  than  re- 
alized, and  that  Ireland  passed  through  one  of  the 
most  fearful  famines  known  in  history. 

This  terrible  problem  then — the  Irish  people  deprived 
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of  their  staple  article  of  food  and  threatened  with 
wholesale  starvation — confronted  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
What  possible  solution  could  present  itself  to  his 
mind  but  the  admission  of  corn  free  of  duty  ?  This 
also  was  the  remedy  suggested  by  the  Duke  of 
Leinster  and  other  Irishmen  of  authority.  Moreover, 
the  accounts  of  the  condition  of  England  were  also 
alarming. 

In  addition  to  considering  the  condition  of  the  two 
countries^  we  also  must  regard  the  state  of  political 
parties. 

The  Anti-Corn  Law  League  had  reached  gigantic 
proportions,  and  overwhelming  influence.  The  funds 
raised  for  its  purposes  were  enormous ;  its  meetings, 
held  all  over  the  country,  and  at  regular  periods  in  the 
metropolis,  became  daily  more  crowded  and  more  en- 
thusiastic; the  country  was  stirred  by  most  eloquent 
political  speakers, — by  the  poetic  fervour  of  W.  J.  Fox, 
the  passion  of  Bright,  and  the  resistless  common  sense 
of  Cobden.  Such  was  the  position  of  the  League.  The 
attitude  of  the  Whigs  was  no  less  decided.  On  the  22nd 
November  Lord  John  Russell  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
electors  of  the  City  of  London,  denouncing  the  existing 
Corn  Law  as  "the  blight  of  commerce  and  the  bane 
of  agriculture."  This  justified  the  conclusion  that  the 
Whigs  were  prepared  to  unite  with  the  Anti-Corn 
Law  League  in  demanding  the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws. 

These,  then,  were  the  circumstances  Peel  had  to 
face :  famine  threatened  Ireland  ;  the  Anti-Corn  Law 
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League  had  become  irresistible ;  the  Whigs  were  ready 
to  carry  absolute  Free  Trade ;  and  he  himself  had  lost 
the  last  shread  of  his  long- waning  faith  in  the  benefits 
of  Protection. 

I  now  approach  the  difficult  and  much-controverted 
question — What  was  the  Minister's  duty  in  this  posi- 
tion? I  have  already  stated  my  views  on  ministerial 
and  party  obligations.*  I  laid  it  down  as  a  general 
principle  that  a  Tory  Minister  ought  to  leave  to  a 
Liberal  Ministry  the  carriage  of  Liberal  measures, 
and  vice  versd.  There  may  be  circumstances,  however, 
which  justify  a  departure  from  this  general  rule. 
Were  there  such  circumstances  in  the  case  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  in  1845  ? 

There  was  a  considerable  difference,  unquestionably, 
between  the  views  of  Peel  and  of  Lord  John  Russell 
on  the  question  of  Free  Trade  and  Protection;  but 
the  difference  was  one  of  degree  rather  than  of 
principle.  There  was  almost  as  great  a  gulf  between 
the  views  of  Lord  John  Russell — up  to  1845 — and  of 
Mr.  Cobden,  as  between  those  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
of  Lord  John  Russell.  In  1842,  the  proposals  of 
Lord  Russell  and  of  Peel  did  not  represent  the  anta- 
gonism of  Free  Trade  and  Protection.  The  plan  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  as  has  been  mentioned,  was  a  duty 
regulated  by  a  sliding-scale.  The  counter-proposal 
of  Lord  John  Russell  was  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss,  Even 
assuming  that  Lord  John  Russell's  scheme  would 
have  resulted  in  cheaper  corn,  his  scheme  is  not  the 

•  See  ante,  124-5. 
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scheme  of  a  Free  Trader  any  more  than  that  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  The  Free  Trader  is  opposed  to  any 
duty  whatever,  and  therefore  is  equally  hostile  to  a 
duty,  whether  it  be  a  fixed  one  of  8«^  like  that  of 
Lord  John  Bussell,  or  a  yariable  one,  like  that  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  But  it  is  by  no  means  clear  that  the 
plan  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  made  imported  com  dearer 
than  it  would  have  been  under  the  plan  of  Lord  John 
Russell.  In  the  opinion  of  many  Liberal  journals 
of  the  period,  imported  corn  would  be  actually 
cheaper  under  the  sliding-scale  than  under  the  fixed 
duty.  And  if  that  be  so,  Sir  Robert  Peel's  plan  was 
not  only  in  principle  no  more  removed  than  Lord 
John  Russell's  from  the  plan  of  a  Free  Trader,  but 
was  nearer  to  it  in  practice. 

Moreover — to  show  still  further  that  Lord  John 
Russell  was  nearly,  if  not  quite,  as  removed  from  the 
Free  Traders  as  Sir  Robert  Peel — when  Mr.  Villiers 
brought  forward  his  annual  motion  in  favour  of 
absolute  Free  Trade,  Lord  John  Russell  voted  against 
it  quite  as  persistently,  up  to  1845,  as  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  So  far,  then,  as  the  personal  claim  to  carry 
Free  Trade  is  concerned,  I  think  that  that  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  equal  to  that  of  Lord  John  Russell. 

The  next  question  is,  Did  Peel's  party  position  permit 
him  to  propose  Free  Trade?  And  was  there  any 
difference  between  his  position  Avith  regard  to  Free 
Trade,  as  a  party  leader,  and  that  of  Lord  John 
Russell?  Did  the  position  of  Lord  John  Russell,  as 
a   party   leader,   give    him   a   claim — apart    from    his 
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personal  claim — to  pass  Free  Trade,  which  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  had  not  ? 

On  all  these  questions,  I  think  the  answer  must  be 
decidedly  against  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Whatever  were 
Sir  Robert  Peel's  own  opinions,  he  was  the  chief  of 
the  distinctly  Protectionist  party.  It  is  nothing  to 
the  purpose  that  he  had  kept  himself  comparatively 
unpledged  in  favour  of  Protection.  What  the  con- 
stituencies, in  returning  a  supporter  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  meant  to  return,  was  a  supporter  of  Protection. 
On  the  other  hatid,  a  large  body — what  may  be  called 
the  extreme  left — of  Lord  John  Russell's  followers 
were  Free  Traders,  and  Lord  John  Russell's  positiony 
as  the  leader  of  this  body  of  Liberals,  plainly  signified 
that  he  was  the  leader  of  a  party  which,  to  say  the 
least,  was  not  distinctly  Protectionist  It,  therefore, 
appears  to  me  that,  so  far  as  the  position  of  the  two 
rivals  as  party  leaders  is  concerned.  Lord  John  Russell 
had,  and  Sir  Robert  had  noty  a  right  to  pass  Free  Trade. 

But  another  consideration  here  steps  in.  There  are 
circumstances  in  which  the  obligations  of  a  statesman 
to  his  country  may  overrule  his  obligations  to  his 
party.  A  crisis  may  come  which  requires  immediate 
action,  and  a  particular  Minister  may  be  the  only  man 
capable  of  applying  that  imperatively  demanded  action 
with  the  requisite  promptitude  and  completeness.  In 
such  circumstances,  a  Minister  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  justified  in  adopting  the  measures  absolutely  re- 
quired by  the  country,  though  he  and  his  party  might 
have  been  opposed  to  those  measures  at  another  time. 
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Let  US  apply  these  considerations  to  the  circum- 
stances of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1845.  It  can  scarcely 
be  denied  that  a  crisis  had  come  to  the  country,  and 
that  the  crisis  demanded  immediate  treatment.  K  ibe 
prospect  of  the  majority  of  a  population  in  one  county 
being  starved,  and  a  large  number  of  the  population 
in  another  being  half-starved,  be  not  a  crisis  that 
demands  a  prompt  remedy,  i/vhat  imaginable  circum- 
stances can  constitute  such  a  crisis  ? 

Well,  then,  a  crisis,  a  terrible  crisis,  having  come  to 
the  country,  was  Sir  Eobert  Peel  justified  in  assuming 
that  he  was  the  man  to  deal  with  it?  Firstly,  he 
was  the  Prime  Minister,  and,  as  such,  was,  for  the 
time  being,  the  person  chiefly  responsible  for  the  con- 
dition of  the  country.  The  Opposition  leader  could, 
of  course,  be  sent  for,  but  Peel  had  already  acquired 
the  knowledge  which  the  Opposition  leader  had  yet 
to  learn  :  he  had  a  Government  formed,  colleagues 
who  had  worked  with  him  for  years  ;  the  Opposition 
leader  had  yet  his  Government  to  create,  had  yet  to 
find  colleagues  who  would  agree  with  him  and  with 
each  other.  All  these  things  must  cause  delay  in  the 
application  of  a  remedy  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Meantime,  there  was  the  threatened  famine  crying  for 
immediate  relief. 

But  when  we  speak  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  Prime 
Minister  in  1845,  and,  by  virtue  of  this  ofliice,  as 
primarily  responsible  for  the  condition  of  the  countrj', 
we  give  but  a  faint  notion  of  his  responsibility.  In 
point  of  fact,  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  the  dictator  rather 
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than  the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  from  1842  to 
1845.  Apart  from  the  fact  that  he  had  a  majority«of 
ninety,  his  personal  inflaence  was  commanding. 

He  found  almost  as  unvarying  support  from  the 
Liberals  as  from  the  Tories  ;  and,  indeed,  whenever  the 
more  fanatical  of  his  own  supporters  deserted  him. 
Liberal  speakers  and  voters  were  ready  to  come  to  his 
rescue.  Nor  was  this  all:  the  Liberal  members  not 
only  supported  Peel  against  his  own  followers,  but  even 
against  their  own  leader  ;  and  speech  after  speech  can 
be  quoted  from  the  addresses  of  those  times  to  prove 
that  Liberal  members  founded  higher  hopes  on  Sir 
Robert  Peel  than  on  Lord  John  Russell. 

Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  not  unnatural  that 
Sir  Robert  Peel  should  have  come  to  look  upon  himself 
as  something  more  than  a  party  leader,  as  something 
more  than  a  Tory  chief :  it  is  not  surprising  that  he 
should  have  come  to  consider  himself,  as  others  con- 
sidered him.  Minister  of  the  country.* 

If,  then,  Sir  Robert  Peel  were  the  Minister  of  the 
country,  it  was  his  plain  duty  to  consult  its  interests, 
even  at  the  sacrifice  of  the  interests  of  his  party. 

Taking  this  view  of  his  position,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
proposed  to  the  members  of  his  Cabinet  that  the  ports 
should  be  opened  for  the  importation  of  corn  to  the 

*  Mr.  Cobden  thus  described  the  position  of  Peel  at  this  crisis : 
*'  There  is,"  he  said,  "  no  man  in  the  world,  whether  he  be  the  Grand 
Turk,  or  whether  he  be  a  Russian  despot,  who  has  more  power  than 
8ir  Robert  Peel  now  has  in  this  country.  He  has  the  power,  and  I 
say  he  is  a  criminal  and  a  poltroon  if  he  hesitates  a  whit.'' — Athworthf 
Cobden  and  the  League^  301. 
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starving  population  of  Ireland.  This  was  no  new 
expedient ;  but  in  the  circumstances  of  this  time  every- 
body felt  that  the  ports,  if  once  opened,  could  never  be 
closed  again.  And,  therefore,  the  proposal  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  was  interpreted  to  mean  the  complete  abandonment 
of  Protection,  and  the  adoption  of  absolute  Free  Trade. 
Several  of  Peel's  colleagues  refused  to  accept  his  pro- 
posals ;  and,  having  a  divided  Cabinet,  he  had  no  choice 
but  to  offer  his  resignation.  Lord  John  Russell  was 
sent  for ;  but  failing  in  his  efforts  to  form  a  Ministry, 
Peel  was  again  called  to  power  ;  and  having  got  rid  of 
the  colleagues — Lord  Derby,  then  Lord  Stanley,  among 
the  rest — who  would  not  support  him,  prepared  his 
plans  for  introducing  Free  Trade. 

It  is  needless  to  say  that  Peel's  determination  to 
carry  Free  Trade  supplied  a  very  effective  weapon  to 
his  enemies  ;  and  that  his  enemy-in-chief  did  not 
hesitate  to  use  the  weapon  to  the  utmost. 

The  Protectionists  all  over  the  country  called  meetings 
to  protest  against  what  they  called  the  treachery  of 
Peel ;  and  speeches  were  made  which  would  now  excite 
a  smile,  but  for  the  tragic  circumstances  under  which 
they  were  delivered. 

Two  Dukes,  their  Graces  of  Richmond  and  Bucking- 
ham, put  themselves  at  the  head  of  the  movement  against 
Peel.  His  Grace  of  Richmond  seems  to  have  been  one 
of  the  most  insolent  and  stupid  even  of  his  name  or 
order,  and  his  invectives  had  something  to  do  in  steeling 
the  determination  and  rousing  the  angry  pride  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel. 
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In  Parliament,  as  the  reader  will  have  already  seen, 
there  was,  even  at  the  close  of  1845,  a  pretty  large 
minority  of  malcontents  on  the  Conservative  benches. 
There  were  the  fanatical  Protestants  whom  Sir  Robert 
Peel  had  offended  by  his  small  pecuniary  addition  to 
the  Maynooth  Grant ;  and  there  were  the  fanatical 
Protectionists  whom  his  gradual  advances  towards  Free 
Trade  had  estranged.  And,  besides,  there  was  the 
great  fact  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  held  almost  un- 
bounded power  for  four  years.  The  times  were  ripe  for 
Mr.  Disraeli. 

Parliament  was  opened  on  January  22,  1846.  The 
address  in  reply  to  the  Queen's  speech  was  proposed  by 
Lord  Francis  Egerton,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Beckett 
Denison,  both  converted  Protectionists ;  and  when  they 
had  concluded.  Sir  Robert  Peel  rose,  and  entered  into 
lengthy  explanations  of  the  break-up  and  subsequent 
reassembling  of  his  Cabinet  in  November  and  December 
of  the  previous  year.  After  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  sat 
down,  Lord  John  Russell  got  up,  and  gave  his  version 
of  his  futile  attempts  to  form  a  Government  ''  When 
the  noble  lord  concluded,"  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  "the 
House,   which   during  the  evening   had    rarely  been 

excited,  was  tame  and  dispirited It  seemed  that 

the  curtain  was  about  to  fall,  and  certainly  not  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  Government.  In  their  position,  the 
first  night  of  the  session  passed  in  serenity  was  compara- 
tively a  triumph.  With  the  elements  of  opposition, 
however  considerable,  so  inert  and  desponding,  the  first 
night  might  give  the  cue  to  the  country.     Perceiving 
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this,  a  member  who,  though  on  the  Tory  benches,  had 
been  for  two  sessions  in  opposition  to  the  Minister, 
ventured  to  rise  and  attack  the  Minister."* 

This  member  is,  of  course,  Mr.  Disraeli.  He  began 
dexterously  enough  in  a  modest  and  deprecatory  tone  : 
"  After  the  announcement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  an  early  day  was  to  be  appointed  for  the  discussion 
of  that  question,  I  should  have  abstained,"  he  said, "  from 
intruding  myself  on  the  House  at  the  present  moment, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  peculiar  tone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  think  that  tone  ought  not  to  pass  unnoticed. 
At  the  same  time  I  do  not  wish  to  conceal  my  opinions 
on  the  general  subject.     I  am  not  one  of  the  converts.'*! 

And  then  comes  a  skilful  bit  of  self-pity  and  self- 
praise.  "  I  am,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  perhaps,  a  member 
of  a  fallen  party."  X  This  sentence,  which,  we  doubt 
not,  Mr.  Disraeli  managed  to  utter  in  a  very  dolorous 
tone  of  voice,  must  have  had  a  fine  effect  on  the 
susceptible  bosoms  of  the  squires  whom  Sir  Robert  Peel 
had  deserted.  And  then,  too,  what  a  picturesquely 
melancholy  attitude  it  places  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  in. 
The  Prime  Minister  of  the  country  and  his  colleagues 
had  basely  deserted  principle.  This  sad  example  had 
been  followed  by  many  of  their  supporters — it  might 
even  be  by  all  their  supporters.  Yet  here  was  Mr. 
Disraeli  ready  to  stand  alone  in  the  isolation  of  solitary 
virtue. 

♦  "  Lord  Greorge  Bentinck  :  a  Political  Biography  ;  "  2nd  edition, 
pp.  65-6. 

t  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxiii.  111-12. 
X  Ib'ui.  112. 
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It  is  a  very  pretty  picture  indeed ;  but  let  us  see  how 
far  it  is  true  to  fact. 

"  To  the  opinions,"  goes  on  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  which  I 
have  expressed  in  this  House  in  favour  of  Protection, 
I  adhere.  They  sent  me  to  this  House,  and  if  I  had 
relinquished  them  I  should  have  relinquished  my  seat 
also."* 

"  To  the  opinions  which  I  have  expressed  in  favour 
of  Protection."  What  opinions?  When  expressed  ?  I 
have  given  the  reader  an  opportunity  of  reading  Mr 
Disraeli's  expressions  of  opinion  on  Protection.  I  have 
shown  that,  in  place  of  displaying  an  obstinate  and 
chivalric  fidelity  to  Protection,  he  had  shown  himself 
quite  ready  to  advocate  Free  Trade.  But  that  was  in 
the  days  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  first  come  into 
power,  might  still  be  useful,  and  had  proposed  Free 
Trade  measures  which  a  powerless  Protectionist  minority 
had  attacked.  Now  there  was  nothing  to  be  gained 
from  Sir  Robert  Peel  ;  and  the  Protectionists  promised 
to  be  a  numerous  and  powerful  section.  Hence  Mr. 
Disraeli  swallows  his  Free  Trade  ideas  of  1842,  and 
boldly  proclaims  that  he  has  ever  been  faithful  to 
Protection. 

Nor  is  this  the  only  flagrant  instance  of  false  suggestion 
in  the  sentences  I  have  quoted.  To  the  declaration — 
the  untrue  declaration — that  he  himself  had  been  in 
favour  of  Protectionist  principles  in  1841,  he  adds  the 
further  declaration  that  his  constituency  had  chosen  him 
at  the  General  Election  of  that  year,  because  of  those 

19 
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Protectionist  principles.  But  this  is  a  representation  of 
the  election  of  1841  utterly  at  yariance  with  that  whidi 
Mr.  Disraeli  gave  of  it  on  a  previous  occasion.  The 
reader  wiU,  perhaps,  remember  ttiat,  when  describing 
the  first  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  newly  elected 
Parliament,  I  drew  particular  attention  to  what  he  said 
as  to  the  elections  then  just  concluded.  I  pointed  oat 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  distinctly  denied  that  the  question  of 
Free  Trade  as  against  Protection  was  the  issue  on  which 
the  constituencies  had  pronounced  against  the  Whigs 
and  Lord  Melbourne,  and  in  favour  of  Peel  and  the 
Tories.  He  asserted  over  and  over  again  that  the 
verdict  of  the  constituencies  was  not  that  Protection 
should  be  maintained,  but  that  Free  Trade  measures 
could  be  carried  more  efficiently  by  a  Peel  than  by  a 
Melbourne  administration.* 

Thus  the  picture  of  the  '41  election  given  by  Mr. 
Disraeli  in  1841  is  diametrically  opposite  to  that  given 
of  it  in  the  passage  of  the  speech  in  1846  just  cited. 

After  these  preliminaries,  Mr.  Disraeli  gave,  in  his 
happiest  style,  an  illustration  of  the  position  of  the 
Premier.  "  Sir,"  he  said,  "  there  is  a  difficulty  in 
finding  a  parallel  to  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  any  part  of  history.  The  only  parallel 
which  I  can  find  is  an  incident  in  the  late  war  in  the 
Levant,  which  was  terminated  by  the  policy  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite.  I  remember  when  that  great  straggle 
was  taking  place,  when  the  existence  of  the  Turkish 
empire  was  at  stake,   the  late  Sultan,  a  man  of  great 

*  See  ante,  204-5. 
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energy  and  fertile  in  resources,  was  determined  to  fit 
out  an  immense  fleet  to  maintain  his  empire.  Accord- 
ingly a  vast  armament  was  collected.  It  consisted  of 
many  of  the  finest  ships  that  were  ever  built.  The 
crews  were  picked  men,  the  oflScers  were  the  ablest 
that  could  be  found,  and  both  officers  and  men  were 
rewarded  before  they  fought.  There  never  was  an 
armament  which  left  the  Dardanelles  similarly  ap- 
pointed since  the  day  of  Solyman  the  Great.  The 
Sultan  personally  witnessed  the  departure  of  the  fleet ; 
all  the  muftis  prayed  for  the  success  of  the  expedition, 
as  all  the  muftis  here  prayed  for  the  success  of  the  last 
general  election.  Away  went  the  fleet ;  but  what  was 
the  Sultan's  consternation  when  the  lord  high  admiral 
steered  at  once  into  the  enemy's  port  I  Now,  sir,  the 
lord  high  admiral,  on  that  occasion,  was  very  much 
misrepresented.  He,  too,  was  called  a  traitor  ;  and  he^ 
too,  vindicated  himself.  ^True  it  is,'  said  he,  ^1  did 
place  myself  at  the  head  of  this  valiant  armada — true 
it  is  that  my  sovereign  embraced  me — true  it  is  that  all 
the  muftis  in  the  empire  offered  up  prayers  for  my 
success  ;  but  I  have  an  objection  to  war ;  I  see  no  use 
in  prolonging  the  struggle,  and  the  only  reason  1  had 
for  accepting  the  command  was  that  I  might  terminate 
the  contest  by  betraying  my  master.'  And,  sir,  these 
reasons  offered  by  a  man  of  great  plausibility,  of  vast 
adroitness,  have  had  their  effect,  for — ^you  may  be  sur- 
prised at  it — but  1  assure  you  it  is  a  fact,  which  by  the 
way  the  gallant  officer  opposite  (Commodore  Napier) 
can  testify,  that  he  is  at  this  moment  the  First  Lord 
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of  the  Admiralty  at   Constantinople,  under  the   new 
reign."  * 

Next,  Mr.  Disraeli  drew  an  effective  picture  of  the 
allegiance  his  party  had  given  to  Sir  Robert  Peel — a 
very  apt  plan  to  excite  disgust  at  the  Premier's  sup- 
posed desertion  of  his  party.  "  Well  do  we  remember," 
said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  on  this  side  of  the  House — perhaps 
not  without  a  blush — well  do  we  remember  the  efforts 
which  we  made  to  raise  him  to  the  bench  on  which  he 
now  sits.  Who  does  not  remember  the  '  Sacred  cause 
of  Protection,'  the  cause  for  which  Sovereigns  were 
thwarted — Parliaments  dissolved — and  a  nation  taken 

in!"t 

This  is  the  truest  sentence  in  the  whole  speech  ;  and 

one  might,  indeed,  imagine  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  for 

once   in   his   life    really  frank   and  ready  to  make  a 

general   confession  of  his   sins.     He  certainly  had  a 

right   to   "  blush "  for  his  former  slavish  flattery  of 

the  man  he  was  now  attacking  so  bitterly. 

He  then  describes  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  "a  man  who 
never  originates  an  idea — a  watcher  of  the  atmo- 
sphere." "  Such  a  person,"  he  added,  '^  may  be  a 
powerful  Minister,  but  he  is  no  more  a  great  statesman 
than  the  man  who  gets  up  behind  a  carriage  is  a  great 
whip^  t 

It  will  have  been  observed  that  manv  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
attacks  on  Sir  Robert  Peel  are  founded  on  the  most 
frivolous  bases.  I  have  already  given  in  full  a  scene 
where  Mr.  Disraeli  accused  the  Premier  of  being  the 

♦  Ibid.  113-14.  t  ^^'  lio.  X  IMd.  116. 
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friend  and  patron  of  a  man  who  had  been  engaged  in 
a  plot  for  the  massacre  of  the  citizens  of  London^  and 
the  assassination  of  the  king.  It  has  been  seen  that 
this  charge  was  utterly  without  foundation  ;  and  it  has 
also  been  seen  that  the  miserable  excuse  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  to  advance  for  the  flagrant  oflFence  of  bringing 
this  completely  unfounded  charge,  was  that  he  had 
been  irritated  by  a  taunting  cheer  from  the  Premier, 
and  that  he  wanted  to  say  something  disagreeable  in 
return.  I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that — in  prize- 
ring  phraseology — this  was  hitting  below  the  belt. 

But  Mr.  Disraeli*s  conduct  during  the  session  of 
1845  was  fair  play  itself  in  comparison  with  his  conduct 
during  the  session  I  am  now  describing.  It  will  be 
found  that  the  most  innocent  and  accidental  phrases  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel  are  tortured  by  Mr.  Disraeli  into  in- 
tentional insults  of  the  Tory  party ;  that  references  are 
made  to  painful  transactions  of  the  past  from  all  men- 
tion of  which  a  delicate-minded  man  would  recoil ;  that, 
in  fact,  there  is  no  misrepresentation,  no  calumny,  no 
rhetorical  trick,  from  which  the  assailant  of  Peel  feels 
bound  to  shrink. 

I  am  about  to  give  the  first  instance  of  gross  and 
plainly  wilful  misrepresentation.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech.  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  used  the  expression  it  was 
"  no  easy  task  to  ensure  the  united  action  of  an  ancient 
monarchy,  a  proud  aristocracy,  and  a  reformed  consti- 
tuency." * 

This  appears  to  me  one  of  the  most  innocent  sen- 

•  Ibid.  94. 
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tences  ever  spoken  by  an  orator.  Everybody  knows — 
it  is  a  platitade  of  English  politics^  that  the  fanctions 
and  prerogatives  of  the  English  Crown,  and  of  the 
different  Houses  of  Parliament,  are  ill-defined,  if  not 
undefinable.  It  is  known  to  everybody  that  each  of 
those  parts  of  the  Constitution  has  powers  in  theory 
which  could  not  be  put  into  force  without  producing 
collision;  and  that  it  is  only  by  compromise,  by  sus- 
pension in  action  of  purely  logical  claims,  that  the 
different  parts  of  the  Constitution  are  able  to  work 
harmoniously.  Clearly,  then,  an  English  Minister 
has  the  task  of  reconciling  by  tact  and  good  manage- 
ment the  theoretically  irreconcilable  claims  of  the 
English  Crown,  the  English  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
English  House  of  Commons.  Is  not  that  plainly 
what  Sir  Robert  Peel's  sentence  was  meant  to  con- 
vey?— and  that  the  duty  became  the  more  difficult 
because  of  the  antiquity  of  the  first,  the  pride  of  the 
second,  and  the  popular  character  of  the  third  ?  Mark 
the  dishonest  use  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  put  Peel's 
sentence : — 

"  The  Minister,"  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  chuckling  over 
his  mean  triumph  years  after,  "perhaps  too  con- 
temptuous of  his  opponents,  had  not  guarded  all  his 
approaches.  His  depreciation  of  those  party  ties  by 
which  he  had  risen,  in  an  assembly,  too,  in  which  they 
are  wisely  reverenced  ;  .  .  .  .  and  above  all  his  signi- 
ficant  intimation  that  an  ancient  monarchy  and  a  proud 
aristocracy  might  not  be  compatible  with  a  reformed 
liouse  of  commons — at  least,  unless   he   were  Minister 
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— offered  some  materials  in  the  handling  of  which  the 
least  adroit  could  scarcely  fail."  * 

I  think  it  requires  no  further  argument  to  show  that 
Mr.  Disraeli  puts  a  forced — more,  a  plainly  false  inter- 
pretation on  Sir  Robert  Peel's  words.  As  he  does  this, 
writing  in  coolness,  years  after  the  event,  we  are  not  sur- 
prised to  find  him  making  the  same  misrepresentation  in 
a  speech  to  an  excited  assembly.     Here  are  his  words : — 

*^  Follow  him ! — Who  is  to  follow  him,  or  why  is  any- 
body to  follow  him — or  where  is  anybody  to  follow  him 
to?  What  does  he  mean  to  do — this  great  statesman, 
who  talks  with  a  %neer  of  an  '  ancient  monarchy '  and 
a  ^  proud  aristocracy,'  and  the  difficulty  of  reconciling 
them  with  a  reformed  constituency ;  and  who  tells  us 
that  we  are  but  drags  on  the  wheel,  and  that  he  is 
the  only  driver?  Have  we  arrived  at  that?  Is  that 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  this  House,  or  even 
of  the  minority — of  the  majority  of  the  country,  or 
even  of  the  minority  f  la  it  their  opinion  that  ancient 
monarchies  and  proud  aristocracies  are  inconvenient 
lumber,  to  be  got  rid  of  on  the  first  convenient  opportunity 
— that  they  are  things  irreconcilable  with  a  refcrrmed  con- 
stituency, reformed  under  this  Minister's  own  protest, 
in  spite  of  his  own  protest,  this  man  who  comes  for- 
ward and  tells  us  he  is  devoting  himself  to  his  country 
and  sacrificing  himself  to  his  Sovereign,  and  that  he 
is  the  only  man  who  can  advise  you  what  counsel  it 
is  most  expedient  for  you  to  pursue  ?  "  t 

*  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  66-7  :  edition  of  1852. 
t  See  ante,  116-17  ;  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxiii. 
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The  speech  closes  with  a  highly  virtuous  eulogy  on 
the  merits  of  consistency,  and  a  severe  homily  on  the 
vice  of  poUtical  insincerity. 

" Let  men  stand^'  exclaimed  Mr.  Disraeli,  " hy  tlie 
principle  hy  which  tliey  rise — right  or  wrong,  I  make 
no  exception.  If  they  be  in  the  wrong,  they  must 
retire   to   that  shade  of  private   life  ^^dth  which   our 

present  rulers  have  often  threatened  us Do  not, 

then,  because  you  see  a  great  personage  giving  up  his 
opinions,  do  not  cheer  him  on — do  not  yield  so  ready 
a  reward  to  political  tergiversation.  Above  all,  main- 
tain the  line  of  demarcation  between  parties  ;  for  it  is 
only  by  maintaining  the  independence  of  party  that 
you  can  maintain  the  integrity  of  public  men,  and 
the  power  and  influence  of  Parliament  itself."* 

"  The  opportune,"  says  Mr.  Disraeli,  criticizing 
afterwards  his  own  speech,  "  in  a  popular  assembly, 
has  sometimes  more  success  than  the  weightiest  efforts 
of  research  and  reason."  f 

Mr.  Disraeli,  the  reader  will  perceive,  attributes  the 
success  of  his  speech  rather  to  the  passions  af  his 
audience  than  to  the  merit  of  what  he  said.  And 
assuredly  the  success  of  such  an  address  is  one  of  the 
most  amusing,  or,  otherwise  regarded,  one  of  the  most 
saddening  episodes  in  political  history.  Mark  first 
the  dramatis  personce.  Here  we  have  on  one  side  a 
Minister  engaged  in  the  great  task  of  making  food 
accessible  to  the  poor  of  three  nations.  This  Minister 
is  denounced  for  inconsistency,  amid  the  deafening 
•  See  ante,  122.3.  t  -  Life  of  Bentinck,"  56. 
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cheers   of  an  Eaglish   Parliament,   by  a  man   whose 
whole  life  had   been  a  series  of  the   most    notorious 
inconsistencies.     "  Do  not  yield  so  ready  a  reward  to 
political  tergiversation,'*  says  Mr.   Disraeli,  who  had, 
as  everybody  in  the  House  of  Commons  knew,  sought 
election  first  as  a  Radical,  and  a  short  time  after  as 
a  Tory ;   who   had   first  advocated   and   then  opposed 
Triennial   Parliaments  and  Vote  by  Ballot ;  who  had 
first   condemned    and   afterwards   defended    the   Irish 
Tithes  and  the  Irish  Church ;    who  had  first  sought 
the   aid   of  O'Connell   and  of  Hume,  and   had  after- 
wards   denounced    them  ;    who   had    advocated    Free 
Trade  in    1841  and   1842  as  vehemently  as   he   now 
advocated  Protection  ;  who  had  for  years  fawned  upon 
the  man  whom  he  was  then  endeavouring  to  hunt  for 
ever  from  power.      Of  whom  are  we  to  think  more 
meanly — of  Mr.    Disraeli,  or   of  the   large-acred  and 
small-brained  fanatics  by  whom  ho  was  cheered? 

On  Tuesday,  January  27,  Sir  Robert  Peel  introduced 
his  Bill  on  the  Corn  Laws,  the  nature  of  which  may 
be  briefly  described  as  a  proposal  for  the  total  abolition 
of  those  laws. 

A  desultory  conversation,  but  no  discussion,  took 
place  on  the  first  night,  and  a  fortnight  was  to  elapse 
before  the  real  debate  began.  In  that  fortnight  the 
position  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  greatly  changed  :  from 
being  a  mere  free-lance,  he  had  become  one  of  the 
chiefs  of  a  compact  party. 

The  leader  of  the  Protectionist   opposition  was,  as 
everybody    knows,    Lord   George   Bentinck.      It   was 
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a  strange  choice ;  but  it  turned  out  to  be  wiser 
than  was  at  first  thought.  Lord  George  had  sat  in 
eight  Parliaments  without  making  any  mark,  or  taking 
any  particular  interest  in  its  proceedings.  All  his  time 
and  energy  had  been  devoted  to  hunting  and  racing. 
He  was  without  much  talent,  had  little  ambition,  and 
was  a  wretched  speaker ;  as  a  rule,  he  was  unselfish, 
and  he  was  a  firm  friend.  Besides  all  this,  he  was  rich 
and  noble.  Such  a  man,  properly  handled,  would  be  a 
real  Marquess  of  Carabas  to  our  Vivian  Grrey. 

The  debate  on  the  Corn  Law  dragged  its  weary 
length  along  ;  Protectionist  member  after  member  rose 
to  repeat  well-worn  fallacies,  or  to  give  dreary  echoes  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  attacks  on  Sir  Robert  Peel.*  It  was  not 
till  February  20  that  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  spoke. 

Mr.  Disraeli  began  by  a  definition  of  party  obligations. 
He  maintained  that  party  is  public  opinion  embodied  ; 
that  Sir  Robert  Peel  received  office  as  the  representative 
of  that  section  of  public  opinion  which  opposes  Free 
Trade  ;  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  not  his  province,  but 
that  of  Lord  John  Russell  and  the  Liberal  party,  to 
carry  Free  Trade. 

The  theories  he  laid  down  on  party  obligations  will 
find  general  acceptance  ;  but  they  are  in  direct  contra- 

♦  Those  dull  and  stupid  speeches  receive  obsequious  eulog^sms 
from  Mr.  Disraeli,  who,  when  writing  the  Life  of  Bentinck,  was  not 
yet  secure  in  his  leadership  of  the  country  party.  Mr.  Philip  Miles 
"  delivered  a  well-digested  speech." — Life  of  Bentinck^  82-3.  Sir 
William  Heathcote*s  speech  was  one  "  of  admirable  ability,"  "  alike 
remarkable  for  its  just,  temperate,  and  ingenious  views,  and  its  grace- 
ful rhetoric  and  flowing  elocution." — /Wrf.  83.    Mr.  Stafford  "  replied 
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diction  with  the  acts  of  Mr.  Disraeli  when  he  himself 
was  a  holder  of  office.  Like  Sir  Robert  Pisel,  he  had  to 
"  educate  "  his  party  into  a  desertion  of  their  principles. 
As  Sir  Robert  Peel  abandoned  Protection  to  carry  Free 
Trade,  Mr.  Disraeli  abandoned  opposition  to  any  change 
in  the  franchise  to  carry  Household  Suffrage.  Aye, 
more  than  this — as  will  soon  be  seen — Mr.  Disraeli, 
when  he  became  one  of  the  leaders  of  a  Protectionist 
Ministry,  surrendered  Protection  quite  as  readily  and 
submissively  as  did  the  man  he  was  attacking  in  this 
speech. 

Besides,  Mr.  Disraeli  has  not  only  practised,  but 
preached,  a  gospel  of  party  obligations  in  exact  contra- 
diction to  that  he  is  laying  down  in  1846,  and  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  theories  and  acts  of  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
The  reader  will  not  forget  that  in  his  "  Vindication  "  he 
declared  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  a  perfect  right  to  bring 
forward  in  1834,  as  Minister,  measures  which  he  had 
opposed  when  in  opposition.  He  laughs  to  scorn  the 
^*  famous  dilemma  of  insincerity  or  apostacy."  "  I  will 
grant,"  he  writes,  "  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  his  col- 
leagues had  previously  resisted  the  measures  which  they 
then  proposed  ; "  but  he  justifies  this  abandonment  of 
principle  on  the  ground  that,  if  such  measures  had  not 
been  carried,  Peel  and  his  party  could  never  again 
exercise    power ;  they  would  have  "  conceded   to  the 

to  the  Secretary  of  War  in  a  speech  of  nncommon  spirit  and  success." 
— Ibid,  85.  The  Marquis  of  Granby  "  proved  to  the  House  that  he 
had  carefully  and  deeply  studied  the  question  under  discussion,  and 
gave  an  earnest  of  that  prominence  in  debate  which  he  has  subse- 
quently achieved  and  sustained." — Ihid.  86  ;  etc.,  etc.,  etc. 
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Whigs  a  monopoly  of  power  under  the  specious  title  of 
a  monopoly  of  reform."  * 

This  is  exactly  the  argument  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and 
still  more,  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  gave  for  carrying 
Free  Trade  in  1846.  Free  Trade,  they  argued,  is  in- 
evitable :  the  Whigs  have,  through  their  leader,  declared 
their  determination  to  carry  it.  The  question  for  us 
then  is,  whether  we  or  they  shall  carry  Free  Trade? 
Are  we  to  concede  "  to  the  Whigs  a  monopoly  of  power 
under  the  specious  title  of"  Free  Trade?  If  the 
Mr.  Disraeh  of  1846  had  been  consistent  with  the 
Mr.  Disraeli  of  1835,  he  would  have  most  highly 
applauded  the  conclusions  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  his 
colleagues.  In  place  of  meeting  them  with  the  "  famous 
dilemma  of  insincerity  or  apostacy,"  he  should  have 
been  gratified  by  their  practice  of  his  own  preaching,  t 

Mr.  Disraeli  next  spoke  on  February  27,  taking  a 
very  discreditable  part  in  a  very  discreditable  scene. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  session  of  1845  he 
alluded  to  the  painful  collision  that  had  taken  place  in 

♦  See  ante,  126-6. 

f  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  satisfied  with  preaching  this  doctrine  of 
party  obligations  in  the  '*  Vindication  "  ;  he  afterwards,  as  w^e  all 
know,  not  only  acted  upon  it,  but  preached  it  most  vigorously  in  1867. 
Speaking  at  Edinburgh,  after  he  had  carried  Household  Suffrage,  he 
said  that  it  would  have  been  ^'  a  fatal  posit  Ian  that  one  of  the  great 
constitutional  parties  of  England  should  covimence  their  programme 
by  the  admisKion  that  vpon  the  vioitt  important  and  intrresting  of 
public  qneKtions  they  were  to  he  c&n^idercd  to  he  debarred  from 
ever  interfering ^ — (Speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at 
Edinburgh.  Apply  this  principle  to  the  position  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
with  regard  to  Free  Trade  in  1S46,  and  does  it  not  recommend 
Sir  Robert  Peel's  line  of  action  ? 
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1843  between  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Cobden^  aifter 
the  assassination  of  Mr.  Drummond,  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
secretary.  In  1846  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Cobden 
were  on  the  best  of  terms:  with  characteristic  good 
taste,  Mr.  Disraeli  again  sought  to  open  the  old  sore 
between  them. 

Speaking  of  some  condemnation  that  had  been  passed 
on  foul-mouthed  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  Disraeli  asked  why 
did  not  "  the  gentlemen  of  the  League  "  vindicate  their 
**  character  as  to  assassination,"  which  had  been  im- 
pugned by  Sir  Robert  Peel  ?  "  Why  not,"  he  said,  "  pro- 
secute the  right  hon.  Baronet?  Here  is  an  *  antler  d 
monarch  of  the  woods  ; '  why  hunt  ^  small  deer '  ?  "  * 

After  this  thrust  at  the  Premier  came  the  celebrated 
attack  upon  Mr.  Roebuck's  "  melodramatic  malignity 
and  Sadler's  Wells  sort  of  sarcasm."  f 

Let  us  turn  from  these  wretched  personalities,  and 
this  attempt  to  stir  up  old  discords,  to  the  manly  and 
generous  contrast  presented  in  the  speeches  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Cobden.  The  Premier  declared 
that  the  expression  he  had  used  had  been  totally  mis- 
understood ;  and  if  he  had  not  sufficiently  explained 
this  before,  he  was  rejoiced  at  the  new  opportunity  for 
"  fully  and  unequivocally  withdrawing  an  imputation  on 
Ae  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  which  was  thrown  out 
in  the  heat  of  debate  under  an  erroneous  impression  of 
his  meaning."  %  Mr.  Cobden  spoke  in  exactly  the  same 
spirit.  He  acknowledged  that  "  he  too  felt  regret  for 
the  terms  in  which  he  had  alluded  to  the  right  hon. 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxziv.  244.  f  Ibid,  246.  %  IHd,  24S. 
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Baronet  He  sincerely  hoped/'  be  said,  rebuking 
though  not  naming  Mr.  Disraeli^  ^that  all  either  be 
(Mr.  Cobden)  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  prerioaalj 
said  on  that  subject  would  be  obliterated  from  their 
recollection^  and  tbat  no  one  on  either  side  of  the 
House^  after  what  had  passed  tbat  night,  would  attempt 
to  reviye  the  matter  or  make  any  allusion  to  it.''  * 

On  this  same  night  (Febmarj  27)  the  debate  on  the 
Com  Law,  which  had  dragged  its  weary  length  along 
for  twelye  nights,  was  at  last  brought  to  a  dose.  Lord 
George  Bentinck  was  the  last  speaker. 

Mr.  Disraeli's  account  of  this  speech  is  one  of  the 
most  amusing  things  eyen  he  has  written.  The  speech 
was  a  mass  of  ill-digested  information — ^the  production 
of  a  mind  quite  incapable  of  grasping  principles,  and 
of  a  man  who,  entirely  unaccustomed  to  serious  thought 
or  to  commercial  questions,  flattered  himself  that  he 
had  mastered  a  subject  by  cramming  his  head  with 
figures.  The  speech,  too,  is  filled  with  dark  forebodings 
and  prophecies ;  the  destruction  of  English  prosperity 
and  the  setting  of  England's  sun  are  proved  to  inevitably 
result  from  Free  Trade.  Yet  this  production  of  a  narrow, 
prejudiced,  and  untrained  intellect  receives  terms  of 
praise  from  Mr.  Disraeli  that  would  be  fulsome,  even  if 
the  adulation  had  been  ofiered  to  a  great  and  enlightened 
statesman.  It  was  "  recognised  very  soon,"  writes  Mr. 
Disraeli,  "  that  Bentinck  was  master  of  his  subject."  t 

"  Sir  Robert  Peel  looked  round  very  often  with  that 
expression  of  appreciation  which  it  was  impossible  for 

•  Hid,  248-9.  t  '*  Life  of  Bentinck,"  97. 
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his  nature  to  refuse  to  parliamentary  success,  even 
when  the  ability  displayed  was  hostile  to  his  projects,"* 
and  so  on. 

Immediately  after  the  conclusion  of  Lord  George 
Bentinck's  speech  the  division  was  taken.  Here  was 
the  result,  in  Mr.  DisraeU's  own  beautiful  language : — 
'^  In  a  house  of  five  hundred  and  eighty-one  members 
present,  the  amendment  of  the  protectionists  was  defeated 
only  by  ninety-seven  ;  and  two  hundred  and  forty-two 
gentlemen,  in  spite  of  desertion,  difficulty,  and  defeat, 
still  maintained  the  '  chastity  of  their  honour.' "  f 

Thus  foiled  in  their  first  attempt  to  stop  the  Corn 
Bill,J;he  Protectionists  resorted  to  a  poUcy  of  delay,  and 
shrank  from  no  dodge  to  postpone  the  Bill  to  such  a 
late  date  that  the  House  of  Lords  might  have  a  decent 
excuse  for  exercising  its  chief  function  of  delaying 
just  and  necessary  measures.  The  Government,  un- 
fortunately for  themselves,  helped  the  plans  of  their 
enemies  by  the  introduction  of  an  Irish  Coercion  Bill. 

During  the  year  184«5,  there  was  a  more  than  usually 
severe  outbreak  of  crime  in  Ireland.  Murder  walked 
rampant  through  the  land.  The  murders  were  of  two 
classes  :  some  of  them  were  committed  by  landlords, 
and  were  called  legal ;  some  were  committed  by  tenants, 
and  were,  of  course,  illegal.  In  the  session  of  1846, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  brought  in  an  Act  to  put  down  crime ; 
but,  curiously  enough,  the  Bill  proposed  to  put  down 
only  one  quality  of  crime :  it  proposed  to  extirpate 
illegal  murder,  which  is,  of  course,  dangerous,  but  left 

♦  Ih'id.  t  ^*'^-  109- 
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nntonched    legal    mnrder,    which    is   infinitely  more 
perilous. 

Now,  this  Bill  interfered  in  a  cnrioos  way  with  the 
Com  Law  measure,  and  placed  the  (Joyemment  in  a 
strange  and  awkward  dilemma.  They  were,  of  course, 
most  anxious  to  pass  the  Com  Bill;  and  to  pass  it 
quickly  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  Bill  which  had  the  repression 
of  assassination  as  its  professed  object,  of  course  de- 
manded immediate  attention,  and  if  the  circumstances 
permitted,  should  be  immediately  forced  by  the  Gbyem- 
ment  into  law. 

However,  against  the  rapid  passage  of  the  Bill,  tihree 
obstacles  immediately  arose.  In  the  first  place,  as  has 
been  seen,  it  was  the  determination  of  the  Protectionists 
to  postpone,  if  possible,  the  third  reading  of  the  Com 
Bill  till  after  Easter,  in  the  hope  of  thus  defeating  it  by 
delay ;  the  introduction  of  a  new,  important,  and  strongly 
opposed  Bill  ofiered  them,  of  course,  an  opportunity 
which  was  extremely  tempting  for  carrying  out  this 
purpose. 

Next,  the  Irish  members,  who  followed  the  lead  of 
O'Connell,  were  of  opinion  that  the  Bill  was  crueDy 
oppressive  and  altogether  uncalled  for ;  and — a  small, 
but  at  the  same  time  compact  and  determined  section — 
they  had  resolved  to  oppose  the  Coercion  Bill  at  every 
stage. 

Finally,  there  were  the  Whigs,  who  were  not  en- 
thusiastic in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  who,  of  course, 
would  be  more  than  human  if  they  had  not  some  desire 
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to  profit  by  the  break-up  which  the  measure  caused  iu 
the  Conservative  ranks. 

On  Monday,  March  30th^  leave  was  asked  to  intro- 
duce the  Coercion  Bill.  As  everybody  knows^  this 
request  is  usually  granted  as  a  matter  of  course,  but 
BO  strong  had  grown  the  desire  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
that  even  this  favour  was  denied,  and  a  strange  coali- 
tion— ^the  herald  of  future  and  fatal  coalitions — took 
place.  The  amendment  was  proposed  by  Sir  William 
Somerville,  an  Irish  Whig,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien,  a  Repealer;  and  was  supported  with  equal 
ardour  by  Lord  John  Russell  and  Daniel  O'Connell. 
And,  finally,  the  Protectionists  gave  it  but  a  conditional 
support.  The  result  was  that  the  Irish  members  and 
the  Whigs  succeeded  in  preventing  Sir  Robert  Peel 
from  passing  the  first  reading  of  the  Coercion  Bill 
before  Easter,  and  the  Easter  vacation  found  the  Govern- 
ment decidedly  lowered  in  prestige.  They  were  still 
further  damaged  by  the  events  which  took  place  im- 
mediately after  the  end  of  the  recess,  for,  owing  to 
various  causes,  a  whole  week  passed  without  their 
making  the  slightest  progress  either  with  their  Corn  or 
their  Coercion  Bill.  In  the  meantime,  another  danger 
to  the  Government  had  arisen  ;  a  7*approchenient  was 
taking  place  between  the  Protectionists  and  those  of 
the  Irish  members — like  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien — who  were 
violently  opposed  to  the  Coercion,  and  but  luke- 
warmly attached,  if  not  hostile,  to  the  Corn  Law  Bill. 
On  April  24 — by  way  of  finding  out  whether  a  coalition 
against  the  Coercion  Bill  and  the  Ministry  was  possible 

20 
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between  the  two  sections — Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  asked 
Lord  George  Bentinck — inter  alia — whether^  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  his  Protectionist  friends 
would  consent  to  a  temporary  opening  of  the  ports  to 
corn,  free  of  duty.  This  question  led  to  a  long  debate, 
thus  again  interfering  with  the  progress  of  the  Coercion 
Bill.  Such  a  repetition  of  failure  seriously  alarmed  both 
the  Government  and  the  chief  advocates  of  Free  Trade. 
Mr.  Cobden  rose  to  complain  of  the  Protectionists  and 
of  the  Government ;  of  the  former  for  their  factions 
opposition,  and  of  the  latter  for  their  introduction  of 
the  Coercion  Bill. 

In  the  course  of  this  speech,  Mr.  Cobden  used  a 
sentence  by  accident  which  had  serious  results.  He  was 
arguing  that  whatever  temporary  success  the  coalition 
of  the  member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Smith  O'Brien)  and 
Lord  George  Bentinck  might  'have  in  defeating  Sir 
Robert  Peel's  measure,  the  Corn  Laws  were  doomed. 
These  laws  might  still  be  supported  by  the  friends 
of  Lord  George  Bentinck,  but  there  were  other  people 
to  be  considered — there  were  the  people  of  England. 
"  I  don't  mean,"  went  on  Mr.  Cobden,  "  the  country 
party,  but  the  people  living  in  the  towns,  and  who  will 
govern  this  country."  * 

The  last  sentence  in  this  passage  is  open  to  mis- 
understanding— if  taken  by  itself.  It  might  be  inter- 
preted to  mean  that  the  towns  should  govern  the 
country.  But,  taking  the  passage  in  conjunction  with 
what  preceded  and  followed  it,  the  meaning  is  plainly 

♦  Ihid.  3  S.  Ixxxv.  1010. 
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enough  this :  that,  however  these  aristocratic  land- 
lords might  rave,  whatever  devices  they  might  employ 
to  defeat  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Bill,  the  people  generally 
were  determined  that,  for  once  and  all,  the  Com  Laws 
should  be  abolished.  That  this  was  the  meaning  of 
it  is  made  perfectly  clear  by  the  sentence  which 
follows : — 

'*  I  tell  him  that  the  English  people,  and  the  Scotch, 
and  the  Welsh,  and  I  believe  the  Irish  too,  are,  from 
what  I  have  heard,  determined  not  to  be  content  with 
a  suspension,  but  to  have  a  total  abolition  of  the  Corn 
Law."* 

The  speech  of  Mr.  Cobden  was,  as  a  whole,  favour- 
able to  the  Government,  and  a  crushing  condemnation, 
of  the  tactics  of  the  Protectionists.  It  received 
accordingly  a  considerable  amount  of  applause  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  ;  and  Mr.  Disraeli,  knowing  the 
readiness  to  take  offence  of  the  insolent  dullards  by 
whom  he  was  followed,  saw  that  this  circumstance 
might  be  utilized  against  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He  first 
accused  Mr.  Cobden  of  defining  the  people  of  England 
"  as  the  persons  who  live  in  the  towns  " — which,  as  I 
have  shown,  was  altogether  a  forced  construction  on 
Mr.  Cobden's  words  ;  and  then  went  on  to  say, — 

*'  The  right  hon.  Baronet  immediately  cheered  that 
expression.  The  circumstance  struck  me  at  the  time ; 
for  it  came  from  the  same  right  hon.  individual  who 
was  once  so  proud  of  being  at  the  head  of  the  gentle- 
men  of    England.      At    the    moment    that   the   hon. 

•  Jbid.  1010-11. 
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Member  for  Stockport,  in  a  tone  of  menace,  threatened 
the  country  party  with  the  control  of  public  opinion^ 
and  said  that  a  powerful  sentiment  of  indignation 
would  arise  among  the  people  of  England  at  their 
conduct,  in  the  most  frank  and  open  spirit  he  gare 
them  his  definition  of  what  the  people  were,  as  being 
the  inhabitants  of  the  towns.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
cheered  that  sentiment — he  accepted  that  definition."* 

This  is  the  second  example  I  have  given,  in  my 
account  of  this  session,  of  the  unscrupulous  use  Mr. 
Disraeli  is  ready  to  make  of  an  accidental  phrase.  The 
reader  has  not  forgotten  to  what  purpose  Mr.  Disraeli 
put  Sir  Robert  Peel's  innocent  words  with  regard  to 
an  ancient  monarcliy,  a  proud  aristocracy,  and  a 
reformed  House  of  Commons.  And  here  again  we 
have  him  pursuing  the  same  kind  of  tactics.  Is  this 
mode  of  warfare  honest, — is  it  honourable  ?  Is  the 
greatest  victory  obtained  by  such  weapons  a  victory 
to  be  proud  of  ? 

I  have  shown  that  the  phrase  of  Mr.  Cobden  was 
innocent  enough  ;  that  all  he  meant  to  say  was  that 
the  people  were  tlt^eriiiined  and  able  to  overcome 
faction.  But  suppose  Mr.  Cobden's  words  had  the 
meaning  attributed  to  them  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  was  Mr. 
Disraeli  justified  in  making  his  charge  against  Sir 
Robert  Peel  ?  Even  if  Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  the 
towns  should  rule  the  country,  was  it  likely  that  a 
man  of  his  cautious  character  would  cheer  the  ex- 
pression   of    such    an   opinion  ?      But   what   did    Mr. 

*  Ihid.  Lsucxv.  1015-lG. 
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Disraeli  care  about  fair  play  when  he  had  an  enemy 
to  strike  ?  He  saw  an  opportunity  for  playing  on  the 
folly  and  mean  passions  of  his  Protectionist  followers  ; 
why  should  he — ^*  a  being  reckless  of  all  things  save 
his  own  prosperity" — why  should  he  not  catch  at  the 
chance? 

A  long  and  desultory  discussion  ensued,  and  the 
natural  result  followed.  Mr.  Disraeli  was  shown  by 
Mr.  Cobden  to  have  totally  misrepresented  his  words  ; 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  confirmed  by  several  others,  proved 
that  Mr.  Disraeli's  assertion  that  he  had  cheered  the 
supposed  definition  was  incorrect;  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  to  apologize  both  for  the  misrepresentation  and 
the  false  charge.*  Was  there  ever  a  man  of  any 
importance  who  had  to  withdraw  so  many  serious 
personal  charges  ?  Yet  mark  how,  in  spite  of  detection 
after  detection,  refutation  after  refutation;  in  spite  of 
a  long  series  of  abject  apology  following  upon  con- 
fident assertion — he  goes  on  in  his  path  of  vituperation 
unabashed. 

The  first  reading  of  the  Coercion  Bill  was  passed  on 
the  2nd  of  May.  It  was  supported  by  Lord  John 
Russell,  by  Lord  George  Bentinck,  and  the  greater 
part   of  the    Protectionist   members. t     And   thus   the 

*  Mr.  Disraeli  had  the  coolness  to  conclnde  his  apology  with  these 
words  :  "  But  I  would  wish  the  House  to  understand  that — whatever 
may  be  our  party  struggles,  or  what  is  called  personal  acrimony, 
rrhich  I  never  did  feel,  that  is  the  truth — I  would  n^tfor  a  moment 
think  fl/ rising  to  take  advantage  of  a  chctr,  and  to  fnake  a  charge^ 
kad  I  the  slightest  doubt  about  the  jnatter." — Ibid.  Ixxxv.  1021. 

f  Mr.  Disraeli  did  not  vote. — Life  of  JJentinck.  206. 
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Ministry  were  relieved  of  one  of  the  great  obstacles  in 
their  way,  and  had  reason  to  hope  that  their  Com  Law- 
would  pass  without  much  further  delay. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  however,  reckoned  without  his  host : 
even  yet  he  did  not  know  the  lengths  of  absurdity  to 
which  the  Protectionist  orators  were  prepared  to  go. 
In  the  course  of  his  speech  on  the  Coercion  Bill, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  happened  to  make  casually  the  remark 
that  the  restrictions  on  trade,  which  he  formerly 
believed  to  be  "  impolitic,"  he  then  believed  to  be  also 
unjust.  Lord  George  Bentinck  actually  raised  a 
debate  on  this  phrase ! 

In  the  course  of  this  "  injustice  debate,"  as  he  him- 
self calls  it,*  Mr.  Disraeli  made  a  long  speech,  of 
which  the  only  point  worth  noticing  is  that  he  had — 
shall  I  call  it  the  courage  ? — to  quote  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill  as  a  friend  of  Protection  !  t  This  audacious  mis- 
representation met  with  speedy  punishment.  On 
May  8,  Mr.  Roebuck,  rising  to  speak  on  the  Corn 
Bill,  devoted,  as  he  was  fond  of  doing  in  those  days, 
some  of  his  attention  to  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  made  an 
attack  on  that  gentleman,  which  is  to  my  mind  quite 
as  powerful  as  any  Mr.  Disraeli  made  on  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  with  the  importiint  addition  that  it  was  wholly 
true,  while  the  attacks  of  Mr.  Disraeli  were  often 
partly  false.  In  this  speech,  Mr.  Roebuck  touched 
the  verv  root  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  motives,  and  of  the 
success  of  his  oratory;  and  he  showed  that  it  was  to 
the   mean    passions   and   dull    intelligences   on    which 

♦  Ibid.  217.  t  Hansard.  3  IS.  Ixxxvi.  88-9. 
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Mr.  Disraeli  played,  and  his  unscrupulous  skill  in 
playing  upon  them,  we  must  attribute  the  success  of 
his  harangues.  Referring  scornfully  to  Mr.  Disraeli's 
ridiculous  assumption  of  a  knowledge  of  political 
economy,  Mr.  Roebuck  went  on  :  "  He  would  leave 
out  of  consideration  all  the  garnish  that  surrounded 
this  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member's,  because  the  hon. 
Member  understood  perfectly  well  the  temper  of  the 
House,  and  knew  that,  Iwwever  backward  might  be  his 
speech — however  shallow  his  reasoning — no  matter  what 
fallacies  he  might  put  forward — still,  if  he  seasoned  it 
with  a  little  personality ^  it  would  be  sure  to  pass.^^  * 

Mr.  Roebuck  next  took  up  Mr.  Disraeli's  oft-repeated 
charge  of  inconsistency  against  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and 
was  easily  able  to  show  with  what  ill-grace  it  came 
from  him  above  all  other  men.  Mr.  Disraeli,  he 
said,  "  had  begun  life  as  a  tragedian,  but  he  has  left 
off  tragedy,  and  he  now  found  it  much  more  successful 
to  devote  his  talents  to  genteel  comedy."  t  Then  he 
recalled  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  memory  the  days  when  he 
— the  rampant  True  Blue  of  the  moment — ^was  a 
prot^gi  of  Mr.  Hume  and  O'Connell ;  and  he  reminded 
Mr.  Disraeli,  who  had  just  indulged  in  an  attack  of 
characteristic  impertinence  on  Radicals,  that  he  him- 
self "had  been  in  the  habit  of  going  to  meetings  at 
Marylebone  spouting  radicalism. '^  J  Finally,  summing 
up  Mr.  Disraeli's  motives  and  principles,  he  declared 
that  it  was  not  quite  fair  to  twit  one  man  about 
his  "  change  of  opinion,  while  another  man  was  found 

•  Ibid.  274-5.  t  ^^^'  276.  J  Ibid. 
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who  took  up  a  particular  set  of  opinions,  ai  a  time 
when  hw  own  personal  interests  were  concerft^ed,  and 
when  he  thought  he  might  get  something  from  a  party 
by  joining  them,  and  afterwards,  on  failing  by  one  set 
of  opinions  to  gain  any  regard  for  himself,  picks 
up  another,  and  plays  an  opposite  character  from,  the 
same  motive.  For  a  man  to  complain  of  that  sort 
of  change  was  what  he  could  understand;  but  that 
change  was,  he  thought,  not  like  a  statesman,  but  like 
something  else/^* 

Those  charges  of  inconsistency — of  gross  and  in- 
terested inconsistency,  brought  by  Mr.  Roebuck 
against  Mr.  Disraeli  are,  as  a  reader  of  these  pages 
will  see,  founded  on  indisputable  fact.  How  comes 
it,  then — what  can  we  think  of  the  intolligence  of  the 
Protectionist  members,  when  such  a  man  was  allowed 
to  load  a  crusade  against  another  man^s  inconsis- 
tency? 

Finally,  Mr.  Roebuck  proved  that  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
been  guilty  of  the  grossest  and  most  barefaced  mis- 
representation of  Mr.  John  Stuart  MilPs  meaning. 

Mr.  Disraeli  made  an  extremely  lame  attempt  to 
answer  this  unanswerable  attack  ;  made  his  old  claim 
to  perfect  consistency;  and  gave  a  new  version,  in 
addition  to  the  many  he  had  already  propounded,  of 
his  relations  with  O^Connell.t  In  the  course  of  his 
explanation  on  this  latter  point,  he  spoke  of  the  Irish 
tribune  as  '^a  great  man";  an  estimate  very  different 
from  thji  contemptuous  and  underrating  tone  he  had 

•  Ibid.  t  ^^'t^-  279-80. 
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adopted  towards  him  in  all  he  had  written  and  said 
from  1835  up  to  this  year. 

There  is  only  one  fault,  perhaps,  to  be  found  with  the 
tone  of  Mr.  Reebuck^s  reply  to  Mr.  Disraeli.  It  is  the 
fault  which  has  been  laid  to  the  charge  of  a  previous 
work  of  mine  on  Lord  Beaconsfield.  Mr.  Roebuck, 
as  I  am  accused  of  doing,  took  Lord  Beaconsfield  too 
seriously.  I  deny  that  this  charge  has  any  foundation 
against  me.  I  have  brought  heavy  charges  against 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  I  have  pressed  them  home, 
but' to  me  his  inconsistencies,  his  want  of  principle, 
his  alternate  support  and  denunciation  of  the  same 
measures,  his  alternate  flattery  and  denunciation  of 
the  same  men,  appear  a  perfectly  natural  outgrowth 
of  his  character.  However  grave  the  situation,  how- 
ever momentous  the  circumstances, — ^whether  he  be 
the  Corypheus  of  an.  enthusiastic  party  of  youth,  re- 
ligion, and  feudalism,  or  the  leader  of  an  infuriated 
faction  against  the  alleged  abandonment  of  principle 
by  a  great  Conservative  chief, — whether  he  be  the 
financial  minister  of  the  greatest  commercial  country 
in  the  world,  or  whether  he  reach  the  still  higher 
position  of  being  the  sole  arbiter  of  the  lives  and 
fortunes  of  millions  of  men,  existing  and  to  come, — 
in  all  those  situations,  I  say,  he  retains,  to  any  clear- 
(iyed  student  of  his  character,  his  original  littleness. 
Behind  the  greatness,  and,  in  some  cases,  the  terrible 
solemnity  of  the  occasion,  and  behind  Lord  Beacons- 
field^s  own  mask  of  honest  anger,  of  deep  piety,  of 
lofty  patriotism,  of  real  seriousness  of  character,  you 
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can  see,  if  you  have  but  an  eye,  young  Vivian  Grey 
in  a  drawing-room,  saying  pleasant  nothings  to  silly 
women,  playing  skilfully  on  the  passions  of  vain  and 
weak  men,-i-frivolous,  egotistic,  self-seeking,  utterly 
insincere.  And,  even  if  you  be  but  purblind,  there 
is  no  excuse  for  you  not  seeing  through  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  For  the  marvellous  thing  about  this 
great  and  most  successful  of  charlatans  is,  that  he 
is  a  self-confessed  charlatan.  He  has  deceived  this 
country,  after  he  had  told  it  he  was  going  to  deceive 
it.  He  has  deceived  this  country  in  the  very  way  in 
which  he  said  he  would  deceive  it,  and  by  the  very 
means :  the  mountebank,  before  proceeding  to  his 
performance,  took  his  audience  behind  the  scenes. 

When  Lord  Beaconsfield,  in  his  Vindication,  gravely 
quotes  a  passage  from  Bolingbroke  in  support  of  a 
certain  set  of  political  views,  I  at  once  go  back  to  the 
scene  in  "  Vivian  Grey  "  where  that  young  gentleman 
invents  a  sentence  from  Bolingbroke  in  confirmation  of 
certain  opinions.  \VTien  he  speaks  in  the  most  seem- 
ingly serious  manner  in  defence  of  the  Corn  Laws,  the 
passage  in  "  Vivian  Grey  ^^  comes  back  to  my  memory 
in  which  Mr.  Stapylton  Toad's  success  in  dishonestly 
playing  the  same  part  is  told  with  a  great  deal  of 
admiration.  When  Lord  Beaconsfield  pays  court,  with 
indecent  ostentation,  to  Hume,  or  to  Peel,  or  to  Bentinck, 
I  simply  see  a  real  Vivian  Grey  paying  couH  to  a  live 
Marquess  of  Carabas.  When  Lord  Beaconsfield  openly 
violates  all  political  principle,  I  remember  that  he  is 
the  writer  of  the  aphorism  that  in  politics  there  is  no 
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.honour.  When  he  panders  to  the  meanest  passions  of 
the  Protectionist  party,  I  recall  that  he  professed  his 
intention  of  regarding  mankind  as  a  base  herd  whose 
weaknesses  were  to  be  humoured,  and  whose  vilest 
passions  were  to  be  assumed,  and  who  to  the  wise 
man  were  merely  a  great  game.  Finally,  when  I  see 
him  opposing  a  measure  that  was  to  rescue  millions 
from  starvation,  or  adopting  a  policy  that  might  bring 
a  bloody  death  to  hundreds  of  thousands,  I  remember 
his  own  description  of  himself  as  a  being  reckless  of 
all  consequences  save  his  own  prosperity.  It  is  only 
those  who  believe  in  Lord  Beaconsfield  that  can  be 
said  to  take  him  seriously.  But  those  who  share  the 
opinion  of  him  entertained  by  the  writer  of  this  book 
cannot  fairly  be  charged  with  such  want  of  humour. 
To  them,  at  least.  Lord  Beaconsfield  did  not  reveal 
the  joke  through  Vivian  Grey  in  vain. 

On  the  11th  of  May  the  third  reading  of  the  Com 
Bill  was  proposed ;  and,  in  accordance  with  their  policy 
of  factious  opposition,  the  Protectionists,  through  the 
Marquis  of  Granby,*  proposed  an  amendment. 

The  debate  lasted  for  three  nights.  On  the  third 
night,  the  15th  May,  Mr.  Disraeli  spoke.  With  this 
speech  I  will  deal  as  I  have  done  with  many  others 
delivered  during  this  session, — I  will,  that  is  to  say, 

*  The  speech  of  the  Marquis  of  Granby  is,  it  is  scarcely  necessary 
t<)  say,  highly  applauded  by  Mr.  Disraeli.  "He  placed  the  whole 
question  before  the  House  in  a  style  comprehensive,  masculine,  and 
sincere.**— Z,i/c  of  Beniinck,  p.  223.  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  not  so 
ready  to  flatter  the  Marquis  of  Granby  now;  I  would  venture  to  say 
he  snubs  him. 
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omit  his  exploded  fallacies  and  falsified  predictions, 
and  give  those  passages  only  in  which  he  made  a  per-* 
sonal  attack  npon  the  Minister. 

He  began  by  alluding  to  his  attack  of  the  preyious 
session  on  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  which  he  had  said  that 
Protection  appeared  to  him  to  be  in  the  same  danger 
as  Protestantism  in  1828.  In  connection  with  this 
reference  he  made  the  statement — ^the  importance  of 
which  will  be  seen  by-and-by — ^that  Lord  George 
Bentinck  disapproved  wholly  of  this  assault  on  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  that  he  continued  a  firm  believer 
of  that  statesman  up  to  1846.*  He  then  went  on  to 
describe  the  Prime  Minister  as  one  who  ''from  the  days 
of  Mr.  Horner  to  the  days  of  the  Honourable  Member 
for  Stockport "  had  ''  traded  on  the  ideas  and  intelli- 
gence of  others.  His  life/'  he  went  on,  ''has  been 
one  great  appropriation  clause.  He  is  a  burglar  of 
others'  intellect.  Search  the  Index  of  Beatson,  from 
the  days  of  the  Conqueror  to  the  termination  of  the 
last  reign,  there  is  no  statesman  who  has  committed 
political  petty  larceny  on  so  great  a  scale."  t 

The  action  of  the  Ministry  he  described  as  "the 
huckstering  tyranny  of  the  Treasury  Bench,''  and  the 
Ministers  as  "  political  pedlars  that  bought  their  party 
in  the  cheapest  market  and  sold  us  in  the  dearest."  t 

Sir  Robert  Peel  made  a  stinging  and  contemptuous 
reply  to  this  remark.  Ho  said  he  would  be  offering 
an  insult  to  the  country  and  the  House  if  he  were 
to    condescend    to    bandy   personalities    on    such    an 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxvi.  673.         f  ^^^'  675.         %  Hid,  676. 
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occasion.  "  Sir/^  he  went  on,  "  I  foresaw  tliat  the 
course  which  I  have  taken  from  a  sense  of  public  duty 
would  expose  me  to  serious  sacrifices.  I  foresaw,  as 
its  inevitable  result,  that  I  must  forfeit  friendships 
which  I  most  highly  valued — that  I  must  interrupt 
political  relations  in  which  I  felt  sincere  pride ;  hut^  the 
smallest  of  all  the  penalties  which  I  anticipated  were 
the  continued  venomous  aMacks  of  the  Member  for 
Shrewsbury,''  * 

Then  he  turned  to  the  assertion  of  Mr.  Disraeli  that 
he  had  been  trading  on  other  people^s  ideas  since  the 
days  of  Horner,  and  asked  Mr.  Disraeli,  pertinently 
enough,  why,  if  such  were  his  view  of  his  character,  he 
should  have  been  so  ready  to  give  him  his  support  in 
1841. 

" It  is  still  more  sui*prising"  went  on  Peel,  "  that 
he  should  have  been  ready- — as  1  think  he  was — to 
unite  his  fortunes  with  mine  in  office,  thus  implying 
the  strongest  proof  which  any  public  man  can  give  of 
confidence  in  the  lionour  and  integrity  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,'*  t 

I  think  I  have  given  the  reader  overwhelming 
evidence  in  corroboration  of  the  statement  Sir  Robert 
Peel  makes  about  Mr.  Disraeli.  I  have  shown  how 
persistently,  during  his  first  session,  Mr.  Disraeli  de- 
fended Sir  Robert  Peel^s  acts,  and  how  lavishly  he 
praised  Sir  Robert  Peel  himself.  I  have  shown  how 
Mr.  Disraeli  spoke  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  at  the  Shrews- 
bury election  of  1841,  how  he  proclaimed  the  future 

♦  Ihid.  681).  t  i^ 
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Premier  "the  greatest  statesman  of  his  age/*  \\ow 
he  wrote  to  Sir  Kobert  Peel  the  news  of  his  success, 
and  how  he  described  himself  as  one  of  Sir  Robert's 
PeeVs  "humble  but  fervent  supporters/'  And  the 
reader  has  also  seen,  when  Parliament  assembled, 
and  there  was  the  trial  of  strength  between  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  Lord  John  Russell,  with  what  vigour  Mr. 
Disraeli  attacked  Russell  and  defended  Peel.  And,  as 
has  also  been  seen,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  satisfied  with 
paying  court  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  by  his  tongue.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  in  "  Runnymede ''  was  "  the  only  hope  of 
the  suffering  people/'  and  in  "  Coningsby  "  was  "  a 
great  personage,"  "  a  great  man,"  etc.,  etc. 

Therefore,  I  say,  there  is  overwhelming  evidence 
in  favour  of  the  statement  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
seeking  office  from  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1841.  How 
does  Mr.  Disraeli  meet  the  charge  ?  Did  he  admit 
frankly  what  it  was  impossible  to  deny  ?  Did  he 
make  a  candid  confession  of  his  sins  ?  Oh  no  ! 
Mr.  Disraeli  will  never  be  caught  doing  that.  Mr. 
Disraeli  quibbled. 

"I  never  shall,^'  he  said,  "I  never  shall — it  is  totally 
foreign  to  my  nature — make  an  application  for  any 
place.  But  in  1841,  when  the  Government  was 
formed  ....  an  individual  possessing,  as  I  believe 
him  to  possess,  the  most  intimate  and  complete  confi- 
dence of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman,  called  on  me  and 
communicated  with  me.      There  was  certainly  some 

conversation There  was  some  communication, 

not  at  all  of   that  nature  which  the  House  perhaps 
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Bapposcs^  between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  me, 
but  of  the  most  amicable  kind.  I  can  only  say  this — 
it  was  a  transaction  not  originated  by  me,  but  which 
any  Gentleman,  I  care  not  how  high  his  honour  or 
spirit,  might  entertain  to-morrow/'  * 

Now,  I  call  this  a  quibbling  answer,  and  for  this 
reason  :  Mr.  Disraeli,  while  admitting  in  fact  the  truth 
of  Sir  Robert  PeePs  statement,  endeavours  by  a  skilful 
and  characteristic  attempt  at  confusing  the  issue,  to 
make  Sir  Robert  Peel's  statement  appear  false.  Sir 
Robert  PeeFs  assertion  was  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
ready  to  take  office  under  him  in  1841.  Mr.  Disraeli 
cannot  deny  this,  but  he  tries  to  escape  by  raising  the 
new  issue  whether  the  office  was  sought  by  him  or 
offered  to  him.  He  insinuates — but  does  not  dare, 
as  the  reader  will  see,  to  openly  assert — that  the 
office  was  offered  to  him.  I  ask,  is  that  likely?  Is  it 
likely  that  an  expectant  Premier — and  one  especially 
of  the  cold,  uncommunicative,  and  haughty  nature  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel — would  seek  out  a  politician  of  the 
insignificance  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  for  in  1841  he  was 
insignificant  ? 

But  even  if  the  assertion  of  Mr.  Disraeli  be  correct, 
that  the  negotiations  between  him  and  Sir  Robert  Peel 
were  carried  on  by  a  third  person,  it  in  no  measure 
affects  the  merits  of  the  question  between  them.  If  a 
third  person  did  intervene,  we  may  be  sure  that  it  was 
some  friend  whose  kind  offices  Mr.  Disraeli  sought. 
And  so  it  is  evident  that  Mr.  Disraeli,  while  endea- 

♦  Ibid,  707-8. 
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* 

vouring  to  suggest  a  denial,  was  in  reality  making  •* 
virtual  admission  of  the  truth  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
statement. 

How  like  this  whole  contest  is  to  the  Glohe  contro- 
versy !      In   that   controversy  O'Connell  and   Hume 
brought  against  Mr.  Disraeli  the  same  charge  that  Sir 
Robert  Peel  brings  against  him  now.     They  charged 
ilr.  Disraeli,  and  they  proved  the  charge,  with  seeking 
their  patronage  at  one  period  of  his  career  and  loading 
them  with  vituperation  at  another ;  and,  in  answering 
them,  Mr.  Disraeli  employed  the  same  arts  he  employed 
in  answering  Sir  Robert  Peel.     Forced  to  admit  hia 
relations  of  friendship,  he  sought  to  show  that   the 
friendship  was  not  of  his  seeking;  that  O'Connell  and 
Hume — then  two  of  the  most  powerful  politicians  of 
England — sought  his  aid — then  one  of  the  most  in- 
significant  politicians   in    England.      And,  following 
exactly  the  same  plan  of  tactics  now,  he  tries  to  raise 
the  impression  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  anxious  for 
his  services,  not  he  for  Sir  Robert  Peel's  patronage. 

Notwithstanding  all  the  tactics,  all  the  speeches,  and 
all  the  vituperation  of  the  Protectionists,  the  third 
reading  of  the  Corn  Law  Bill  passed  the  House  of 
Commons  on  May  15,  by  a  majority  of  ninety-eight 
votes.  The  Bill  was  immediately  sent  up  to  the  House 
C)f  Lords,  and  there,  after  a  three  nights'  debate, 
passed  the  second  reading  on  the  28tli  of  May,  by  the 
(for  the  House  of  Lords)  enormous  majority  of  forty - 
seven.  Next  day  began  the  Whitsun  recess.  Thus 
once  more  did  the  Government  seem  to  have  overcome 
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all  obstacles,  and  to  be  free  from  all  danger.  And 
now  there  seemed  no  point  from  wluch  they  conld 
be  attacked.  But  Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  take  into 
account  the  want  of  honesty  and  consistency  into  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  able  to  educate  his  party. 

''  How  was  Sir  Robert  Peel,"  writes  Mr.  Disraeli, 
who  was  carrying  out  in  real  life  the  maxims  of  his 
hero,  "  to  bo  turned  out  ?  Here  was  a  question  which 
might  well  occupy  the  musing  hours  of  a  Whitsun 
recess."  * 

But,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  points  out,  this  was  not  an  easy 
question  to  answer.  A  formal  vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence had  but  little  chance  of  being  passed.  A  large 
number,  if  not  the  majority  of  the  Liberal  members, 
were  still  under  the  fresh  influence  of  gratitude  to  Sir 
Robert  Peel  for  carrying  the  Com  Law,  and  would  not 
join  in  any  direct  censure  on  his  administration.  Again^ 
an  interval  of  two  to  three  weeks  might  be  expected  to 
elapse  before  the  Com  Bill  came  down  from  the  House 
of  Lords  ;  until  that  Bill  was  safe,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  refuse  to  join  in  any  attack.  Meantime, 
the  Protectionist  leaders  thought  the  attack,  to  be  suc- 
cessful, should  be  made  immediately,  and  while  their 
ranks  were  still  closely  united  by  their  bitter  feelings. 

"  In  this  state  of  afEairs,"  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,!  "  it 
was  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  Lord  George 
Bentinck  that  there  appeared  only  one  course  to  be 
taken,  and  which,  though  beset  with  difficulties,  was 

♦  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  230. 
t  Ihid,  240. 
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with  boldoess  and  dexterity  at  least  susceptible  of 
success/' 

We  need  scarcely  say  that  the  counsellor  of  Lord 
Oeorge  Bentinck  was  Mr.  Disraeli^  and  certainly  the 
advice  he  gave  was  a  strange  one. 

'^  The  Grovemment  had  announced  their  intention  of 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill 
on  Monday,  the  8th  of  June.  If  this  second  reading 
were  opposed  both  by  Lord  John  Bussell  and  Lord 
George  Bentinck,  the  defeat  of  the  Administration 
seemed  more  than  probable.''  * 

It  did  certainly  require  **  boldness "  and  "  dex- 
terity/' to  say  nothing  of  many  other  requisite  quali- 
ties, to  carry  out  this  programme.  For  the  Bill,  the 
second  reading  of  which  Mr.  Disraeli  advised  Lord 
George  Bentinck  to  assist  Lord  John  Russell  in  re- 
jecting, both  Lord  George  Bentinck  and  Lord  John 
Russell  had  supported  on  the  first  reading. 

On  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  Lord  George 
Bentinck  had  described  the  condition  of  Ireland  as 
such  that  no  man  "can  pursue  the  occupations  of 
industry,  or  carry  out  any  improvefaents,  without  an 
immediate  prospect  of  being  arrested  in  those  im- 
provements by  the  hand  of  the  broad-day  murderer 
or  the  midnight  assassin.  For  these  reasons,"  he 
added,  emphatically,  "  it  is  that  /  call  on  those  with 
wlioni  I  cvct  to  give  their  liearty  and  Jionest  support  to 
Her  Majesty's  Adrainistration,  so  long  as  they  show 
an  earnest  desire  to  put  down  murder  and  protect  pro- 

♦  Ihid. 
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perty  in  Ireland/'  "  I  shall  certainly/'  he  wound  np 
by  saying,  "support  the  Government  in  forwarding 
the  measure/'  * 

In  the  face  of  this  support  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
Lord  George  Bentinck  had  the  calmness,  following 
Mr.  Disraeli's  advice,  to  prepare  opposition  to  its 
second  reading.  In  leading  an  attack  to  drive  Sir 
Robert  Peel  from  office  for  inconsistency.  Lord  George 
Bentinck  was  not  ashamed  to  be  guilty  of  this  gross 
act  of  inconsistency  himself. 

The  excuse  given  by  Lord  George  Bentinck  for  his 
change  of  attitude  is  very  flimsy.     He  says  that  "  the 
Protectionists  were  prepared  to  support  the  Coercion 
Bill  if  the  Ministry  proved  the  sincerity  of  their  belief 
in  the  existence  of  a  dire  emergency  for  such  a  Bill 
'  by  pressing  the  measure  with  all  speed  through  the 
House.' "  t     He  then  proceeded  to   argue  that  the 
Government  had   not   pressed  forward  the  Bill  with 
anything  like  the  necessary  speed.     Some  of  his  state- 
ments on  this  point  appear  to  me  open  to  question. 
'  But  admitting  them  all  to  be  true,  it  does  not  establish 
his  case.     His  contention  is  that  a  Bill  for  the  protec- 
tion of  life  in  Ireland  is  urgently  necessary,  and  his 
objection  to  the  action  of  the  Government  is  that  they 
have  not   been   sufficiently   prompt  in  meeting   this 
urgent   necessity.      But  it   is  plain  that  if  the  Bill 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel  were  defeated  by  Bentinck,  the 
measure  for  which  there  was   so  crying  a   demand 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxv.  308-10. 
t  IhH.  buutvu.  178. 
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would  be  postponed  to  a  still  more  remote  date.  If^ 
as  Lord  George  Bentinck  said,  murder  were  walking 
rampant  through  Ireland  by  day  and  by  night,  not  an 
hour  should  be  lost  in  putting  it  down  by  law,  and  he 
was  himself  committing  the  crime  of  which  he  accused 
the  Premier,  by  endeavouring  to  add  to  the  period 
during  which  assassination  would  be  aUowed  to  go  on. 

To  do  Lord  Gborge  Bentinck  justice,  his  first  line 
of  defence  is  not  one  to  which  he  himself  attaches 
much  importance;  he  abandons  it  almost  as  soon  as 
it  is  made,  and  frankly  confesses  that  it  is  hatred  of 
the  Ministry  for  passing  the  Com  Law,  and  not  his 
objection  to  the  management  of  the  Coercion  BiD, 
that  dictated  his  opposition.  "I,  and  the  gentlemen 
around  me,  refuse  to  trust  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
Yes,  Sir,  we  will  no  longer  trust  Her  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment."  ♦ 

This  is  the  poor  excuse  Lord  George  Bentinck  gives 
for  his  extraordinary  change  of  attitude  on  the  Coercion 
BiU. 

However,  whether  his  excuses  were  good  or  bad,' 
Lord  George  did  oppose  vehemently  the  second  reading, 
and  his  opposition  gave  rise  to  one  of  the  most  startling 
episodes  of  the  session. 

On  Monday,  the  8th  June,  the  debate  began  on  the 
second  reading.  Sir  William  Somerville,  on  the  part 
of  the  Whigs,  proposed  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  We 
have  the  authority  of  Mr.  Disraeli  for  the  statement 
that  up  to  the  time  the  House  met,  the  course  of  Lord 

♦  Ibid,  180. 
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George  Bentinck^  and  of  the  Protectionists  generally^ 
was  undecided.  So  far  as  there  was  any  agreement, 
it  was  in  the  opinion  that  opposition  to  the  Coercion 
Bill  ''would  fail/'  and  would  ''become  unpopular  in 
the  country/'  * 

''Nothing/'  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  "was  decided  when 
Lord  George  took  his  seat,  and  while  Sir  William 
Somerville  was  moving  his  amendment,  that  the  Co- 
ercion Bill  should  be  read  that  day  six  months.  His 
solitary  supporter  in  {he  council  was  sitting  by  his 
side ;  they  had  agreed  ihtir  course  should  be  decided 
by  the  report  which  they  should  receive  from  a  gentle^ 
man  who  had  the  best  acquaintance  with  the  individual 
feelings  of  the  Tnembers  of  the  party ^  and  who,  through 
absence  from  town,  had  not  unfortunately  been  present 
at  the  previous  consultations.  While  Sir  William 
Somerville  was  closing  his  speech  with  an  appeal  to 
Lord  George  Bentinck,  this  much-expected  individual 
appeared  at  the  Bar."  t 

Lord  George  Bentinck  goes  out  at  the  conclusion  of 
Sir  William  Somerville's  speech,  has  an  interview  with 
his  agent,  and  when  he  returns,  says  to  Mr.  Disraeli, 
"There  are  no  means  of  calculating  at  this  moment 
how  our  men  will  go,  but  he  agrees  with  us.  It  may 
be  perilous,  but  if  we  lose  this  chance,  the  traitor  will 
escape.  I  will  make  the  plunge,  and  as  soon  as  I  can. 
There  is  a  rumour  that  Lord  John  is  hardly  up  to 
the  mark,    I  suppose  he  has  heard  that  our  men  will 

♦  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  247. 
t  Ibid. 
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not  vote  against  the  BilL    N(yw  if  I  speak  early  and 
strongly,  it  will  encourage  them  to  be  decided/'  * 

We  now  see  the  position  completely.  Lord  Gteorge 
Bentinck  was  uncertain  of  his  own  followers,  and 
uncertain  of  Lord  John  Russell.  And  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  vehement  speech  from  him  would 
put  an  end  to  wavering,  both  in  the  one  and  the  other. 
In  other  words,  the  violence  of  his  language  was  not 
the  spontaneous  and  resistless  outburst  of  passionate 
indignation;  it  was  passion,  calculated  beforehand, 
and  utilized  for  party  purposes. 

Bentinck's  speech  may  be  described  as  of  New- 
market coarseness.  He  declared  that  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  "  supported  by  none  but  his  forty  paid  janissaries, 
and  some  seventy  other  renegades ;  ^^  and  that  he  had 
^Host  the  confidence  of  every  honest  man  in  this 
House,  and  of  every  honest  and  honourable-minded 
man  out  of  this  House/^t  . 

This  passage  was  assuredly  bitter  enough,  and  it 
created  much  indignation  and  disgust.  But  a  passage 
was  to  follow  in  which  a  still  more  shameless  and 
cruel  blow  was  to  be  struck  at  the  Minister.  ''We 
are  told  now,"  said  Lord  George  Bentinck, — ''we 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself — ^that  .... 
it  would  have  been  base  and  dishonest  in  him,  and 
inconsistent  with  his  duty  to  his  Sovereign,  if  he  had 
concealed  his  opinions  after  he  had  changed  them; 
hut  I  have  lived  long  enough,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  to 
remember,  and  remember  with  sorrow — with  deep  arid 

♦  lUd.  248.  t  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxvii.  182. 
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heartfdt  sorrow — the  tirae  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
chased  and  hunted  an  illustrious  relative  of  mine  to 
deoith ;  and  when  he  stated  that  he  conld  not  support 
his  Ministry^  because  a  leading  Member  of  it,  though 
he  had  changed  no  opinion — ^yet,  from  his  position, 
was'  likely  to  forward  the  question  of  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation; that  was  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  1827 ;  hut  in  1829  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
told  the  House  that  he  had  changed  his  opinions  on 
that  subject  in  1825,  and  had  communicated  that 
change  of  opinion  to  the  Earl  of  Liverpool.  That 
however,  did  not  prevent  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
1827  froiYh  getting  up  in  his  place  and  stating  that 
he  had  severed  hvmself  from  Mr,  Cannings  Govern- 
ment  because  he  could  not  support  a  Oovemment 
of  which  the  chief  Minister  was  then  favourable  to 
the  measure,  which  it  appeared  afterwards  the  right 
hon,  BaroTiet  had  approved  of  two  years  before.  If, 
therefore,  the  right  hon-  Baronet  says,  it  is  base 
and  dishonest  and  inconsistent  with  the  duty  of  a 
Minister  to  his  Sovereign  to  continue  to  maintain 
opinions  after  he  has  changed  them,  does  not  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  I  ask,  stand  convicted,  on  his 
own  verdict,  of  base  and  dishonest  conduct,  and  con- 
duct inconsistent  with  the  duty  of  a  Minister  to  his 
Sovereign  ? ''  * 

The  reader  needs  not  be  told  how  serious  are  the 
charges  brought  in  this  passage  against  Sir  Robert 
Peel.    It  is  hard  to  imagine  more  serious   charges 

•  Ihid,  182-3- 
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againet  any  Minister^  or^  indeed,  against  any  man. 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  is  accused  of  lying,  treachery,  and  the 
ruthless  persecution  of  a  rival  unto  death. 

Now  one  of  the  questions  that  appear  to  me  most 
important  in  investigating  the  history  of  this  remark- 
able charge  is  this:  who  originated  it?  Did  Lord 
George  Bentinck  start  this  charge  of  his  own  pure 
motion,  or  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  or  was 
the  charge  made  by  Bentinck,  partly  from  his  own 
personal  feeling,  and  partly  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  ? 

The  burden  of  proof  appears  to  me  to  fcivour  the 
last  of  these  three  solutions.  Lord  George  Bentinck 
in  all  probability,  at  one  time,  entertained  feelings 
of  irritation  against  Sir  Robert  Peel  for  his  treat- 
ment  of  Canning.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Canning^s 
wife  felt  the  deepest  anger  against  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  Peel,  and  the  others,  who,  on  the  illness 
of  Lord  Liverpool,  seceded  from  the  Canning  Cabinet. 
And  when  Mr.  Huskisson,  Lord  Palmerston,  and  Mr. 
Grant  afterwards  joined  the  Ministry  of  Wellington 
and  Peel,^the  widow  of  Canning  denounced  them  for 
throwing  in  their  lot  with  what  she  described  as  the 
**  murderers  of  her  husband.^^  Therefore,  Lord  George 
Bentinck  may  have  inherited  a  family  prejudice  against 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  which  would  make  his  allusions  to 
the  relations  of  Peel  and  Canning  appear  the  spon- 
taneous outcome  of  his  own  mind.  But  it  must 
strike  one  as  a  remarkable  coincidence  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  should  in  a  previous  Session,  at  a  time  when 
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probably  there  was  no  intimacy,  and  certainly  no 
friendship,  between  him  and  Lord  George  Bentinck, 
have  made  a  somewhat  similar  charge  against  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  The  reader  has  not  forgotten  that,  when 
Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted  Canning's  famous  verses 
about  candid  friends,  Mr.  Disraeli  replied  by  some 
sarcastic  observations,  the  tendency  of  which  was  to 
insinuate  that  Sir  Robert  PeePs  friendship  to  Canning 
had  been  faithless  and  treacherous. 

Now,  to  any  one  who  compares  the  speeches  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  and  Lord  George  Bentinck  in  1846,  the  notion 
must  often  occur  that  the  ideas  of  the  one,  and  even 
the  expressions,  bear  a  strong  likeness  to  those  of  the 
other.  Some  people  might  say  that  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
borrowed  his  ideas  from  Lord  George  Bentinck.  But 
this  fact  is  rather  fatal  to  the  theory,  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
had  expressed  the  ideas  common  to  him  and  to  Lord 
George  Bentinck,  long  before  his  friendship  with  Lord 
George  Bentinck  had  begun. 

Taking,  then,  the  influence  which  Mr.  Disraeli  exer- 
cised over  Lord  George  Bentinck,  taking  also  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  alluded  to  the  relations  of  Canning 
and  Peel,  in  1845,  before  he  had  become  the  friend 
of  Bentinck,  it  is,  I  think,  fair  to  conclude  that  the 
allusion  to  Canning  in  Bentinck's  speech  on  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  suggested  by  Mr.  Disraeli. 

And  these  considerations  enable  us  to  form  a  true 
estimate  of  the  Canning  episode  of  1846. 

What  was  Canning  to  Mr.  Disraeli  ?  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  no  relative  of  Canning's.     Mr.  Disraeli  was  no 
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connection  of  Canning's.  Mr.  Disraeli  never  knew 
Canning ;  the  only  relation — ^if  it  can  be  called  relation 
— ^he  ever  had  with  Cannings  was  that  he  heard  him 
speak  once  in  the  House  of  Commons;  and  yet  Mr- 
Disraeli  was  the  prime  mover  in  all  this  business  I  It 
was  Mr.  DisraeU  who  used  Lord  George  Bentinck 
through  it  all!  It  was  Mr«  Disraeli  who^  calmly^ 
coolly^  without  the  least  personal  feeling  in  the  matter^ 
got  this  other  man  to  make  a  party  move  under  the 
guise  of  deep  and  sincere  sorrow.  His  was  the  trem- 
quil  hand  that  moved  this  puppet  to  put  his  hand  to 
his  bleeding  heart ;  it  was  he  who  squeezed  tears  from 
the  puppet's  eyes  over  a  transaction  nineteen  years 
past!  How  scrupulous  these  men  who  maintained 
''  the  chastity  of  their  honour "  were  in  their  attacks 
upon  their  enemy ! 

All  the  facts  I  have  cited  irresistibly  point  to  this 
as  the  true  view  of  Lord  George  Bentinck's  conduct 
in  this  affair.  But  we  have  further  evidence.  As  we 
have  said  before,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  an  attack  during 
the  session  of  1845  on  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  reference 
to  this  very  point — the  relations  between  him  and 
Canning.  Now  if  the  feeling  of  anger  with  Peel 
for  his  treatment  of  Canning  were  of  that  intense 
nature  in  the  bosom  of  Lord  George  Bentinck  which 
he  represented  it  to  be,  it  would  be  an  ever-present 
feeling — a  feeling  ready  to  explode  on  the  least 
occasion.  When,  therefore,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  his 
clever,  skilful,  well-prepared  attack  on  Peel,  with 
respect    to   his   relations   with    Canning,   ought    not 
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Lord  George  Bentinck — supposing  him  ever-consumed 
by  his  recollection  of  Canning^s  unfair  treatment — ^to 
have  gone  and  hung  on  Mr.  Disraeli's  neck?  Did 
Lord  George  Bentinck  do  this  ?  Did  he^  finding 
that  there  was  at  least  one  man  who  sympathized  with 
the  sorrow,  Ttfpo8ivi/m»  m  alM  mente,  did  he  at  once 
become  the  ally  and  the  friend  of  that  man  ?  I  will 
let  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  speak. 

''  More  than  a  year  ago  I  rose  in  my  place  and  said, 
that  it  appeared  to  me  that  Protection  was  in  about  the 
same  state  as  Protestantism  was  in  1828.  I  remember 
my  friends  were  very  indignant  with  me  for  that 
assertion,  but  they  have  since  been  so  kind  as  to 
observe  that  instead  of  being  a  calumny  it  was  only 
a  prophecy-  But  I  am  bound  to  say,  from  personal 
experience,  that,  with  the  very  humble  exception  to 
which  I  have  referred,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
may  congratulate  himself  on  his  complete  success  in 
having  entirely  deceived  his  party,  for  even  the  noble 
Lord,  the  member  for  Lynn  himself,  in  a  moment  of 
fro/Ilk  conversation,  assured  me  that  he  had  not  tilt  the 
very  last  moment  the  slightest  doubt  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman."  * 

So  that  Lord  George  Bentinck,  far  from  approving 
Mr.  Disraeli's  attack  in  1845  on  Peel  in  reference  to 
his  relations  with  Canning,  actually  disapproved  of 
them! 

Is  there  any  further  proof  required  to  show  that 
Bentinck's  indignation  was  got  up — ^a  mere  pretence  i 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxzvi.  673. 
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a  skilful^  but  base  party  move  ?  Is  it  not  clear  that 
it  was  informed  and  instigated  by  Mr.  Disraeli^  and 
adopted  by  Bentinck  ? 

"Let  us  sympathise  with  the  sorrows  we  do  not 
feel ! '' 

Sir  Eobert  Peel  delivered  his  reply  to  Bentinck,  and 
his  other  assailants^  on  June  12.  The  reply  appears 
to  me  completely  satisfactory.  In  moderation  of 
language^  dignity  of  style,  and  general  evenness  of 
temper,  it  presents  a  fine  contrast  to  the  jockey-like 
coarseness,  rudeness,  and  ill«temper  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
friend,  patron,  and  tool. 

First,  he  asked  how,  if  Lord  George  Bentinck  so 
strongly  resented  his  treatment  of  Canning,  he  had 
continued  to  follow  his  lead — to  accept  his  political 
friendship  ?  He  pointed  out  that  it  was  seventeen 
years  since  his  speech  in  1829,  nineteen  since  the 
occurrence  of  1827,  and  that  Lord  George  Bentinck 
had  been  a  member  of  Parliament  since  1826.  How 
was  it,  then,  that  during  all  these  long  years,  he 
had  heard  the  charge  for  the  first  time  on  the 
previous  Monday  ?  "  There  may  have  been  inter- 
missions; but  since  1835  I  have  been  honoured  with 
the  noble  Lord^s  cordial,  and  I  must  say  his  pure  and 
disinterested  support.  He  called  me  his  right  hon. 
Friend — he  permitted  me  to  be  the  leader  of  the  party 
to  which  he  belonged — ^he  saw  me  united  to  his  own 
immediate  connections  and  followers  ;  and  never  until 
Monday  last,  in  June,  1846,  did  I  harbour  the  sus- 
picion that  the  noble  Lord  entertained  such  feelings 
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in  respect  to  me — a  man  wlio  hunted  and  chased  his 
relation  to  death/'  * 

And  then  Sir  Robert  Peel  proceeded  to  show  by 
quotations  from  his  speeches  in  1827^  uttered  in  the 
presence  of  Canning,  and  replied  to  by  Canning,  that 
it  was  impossible  he  could  have  declared,  in  1825,  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  Catholic  claims.  In  one  of  the 
speeches  made  in  1827,  he  entered  into  an  explanation 
of  his  reasons  for  resigning  his  office  when  Canning 
succeeded  to  Lord  Liverpool.  The  principal  reason 
he  assigns  is  that  he  differed  from  Canning  on  the 
question  of  Catholic  claims;  and  the  statement  is 
distinctly  made  in  the  speech  of  1827,  that  this  dif- 
ference between  him  and  Canning  existed  and  was 
expressed  in  1825. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  next  quoted  a  speech  of  Canning's 
which  immediately  followed  his,  and  this  quotation 
shows  that  Canning  fully  admitted  that  Peel  had 
frankly  avowed  in  1825  his  opposition  to  the  Catholic 
claims. 

This  defence,  which  appears  to  me  a  complete 
answer  to  the  charge  of  Lord  George  Bentinck,  did 
not,  however,  satisfy  him,  or  the  ruthless  gentleman 
by  whom  those  attacks  on  Peel  were  inspired. 

On  June  15,  Mr.  Disraeli  returned  to  the  charge, 
and  gave  a  re-hash  of  the  case  against  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  was  delivered  on  the  third 
night  of  the  debate  on  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill.  We 
have  seen  the  inconsistency  displayed  by  Lord  George 

•  /6*rf.  Ixxxvii.  432. 
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Bentinck  on  this  Bill;  we  Iiave  seen  that,  beginning 
by  supporting  it,  he  ended  by  opposing  it ;  we  have 
seen  that  this  change  was  the  result  of  personal  hatred 
of  Peel,  and  of  the  idea  that  an  advantage  could  be 
gained  over  him;  and,  finally,  we  have  seen  that,  in 
order  to  encourage  the  opposition  of  the  Whigs  and 
of  his  own  followers  to  the  Bill,  Bentinck  did  not 
scruple  to  rake  up  a  scandal  of  nineteen  years  past, 
and  to  hide  a  party  move  under  the  guise  of  real 
sorrow  and  indignation.  What  will  be  thought  of 
Mr.  Disraeli,  when,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  and  in 
the  face  of  the  fact  that  he  himself  was  going  to 
revive  Bentinck's  cruel  attack, — ^what  will  be  thought 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  when  he  calmly  introduces  his  speech 
by  the  assertion  that  he  and  his  friends  had  ^^  evinced 
a  desire  not  to  treat  in  a  party  fashion  the  measure 
now  before  us  '^  ?  * 

The  earlier  portion  of  Mr.  DisraeH's  speech  I  will 
pass  over ;  it  was  probably  not  meant  by  himself  to  be 
anything  more  than  the  preface  to  the  real  point  of  his 
speech,  the  renewal  of  the  attack  on  Peel. 

'^  I  now,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  ^^  approach  a  subject — 
to  which  I  cannot  allude  without  unaffected  pain/'  f 

This  audacity  of  pretence  to  delicacy — ^to  a  feeling 
of  pain,  when  everybody  knew  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
in  the  very  height  of  joy  at  commencing  an  attack  on 
an  enemy — proved  too  much  even  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  laughter  resounded.  Not  disconcerted, 
Mr.  Disraeli  changed  ground,  and  affected  to  mean 

♦  Ihid.  517.  t  ^^^'  528. 
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that  the  pain  he  felt  was  because  of  Canning,  and  not 
of  Peel. 

'^  Sir/'  he  said,  "  there  may  be  some  who  will  treat 
with  derision  the  memory  of  a  great  man,  but  I  confess, 
whatever  may  be  my  feelings  on  the  conduct  of  any 
individual,  if  he  has  been  a  distinguished  citizen  of 
this  country,  particularly  if  he  has  been  an  illustrious 
Member  of  this  Senate,  and  particularly  if  he  has  left 
us  for  ever,  I  would  not  receive  an  allusion  to  his 
memory  with  the  miserable  sneer  which  I  heard  just 
now.''  * 

The  audacity  of  this  passage  is  really  marvellous. 
In  the  first  place,  as  everybody  can  see,  the  House  did 
not  laugh,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  affects  to  believe,  in  derision 
of  Canning.  What  the  House  laughed  at,  as  Mr. 
Disraeli  well  knew,  was  at  his  affectation  of  pain  in 
having  to  attack  Peel.  Again,  mark  the  affectation  of 
sorrow  and  veneration  for  the  memory  of  Canning,  the 
man  whom  he  saw  but  once !  As  if  Mr.  Disraeli  really 
cared  one  straw  for  Canning,  his  memory,  or  his  wrongs. 
Finally,  is  it  not  a  marvellous  piece  of  "cheek  "  to  lay 
claim  to  respect  for  the  feelings  of  any  distinguished 
citizen,  "  particularly  if  he  has  been  an  illustrious 
Member  of  this  Senate,"  at  the  very  moment  when  he 
was  attacking,  not  merely  without  mercy,  but  without 
justice,  a  man  who  could  certainly  lay  claim  to  be  a 
'^distinguished  citizen"  and  "an  illustrious  Member 
of  "  that  "  Senate." 

After  this  truthful  preface,  Mr.  Disraeli  proceeded 
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to  lay  before  the  House  his  proofs  that  the  charges 
advanced  by  Bentinck  against  Peel  were  well  foiinded. 

He  dealt  almost  entirely  with  the  charge  that  Peel 
had  opposed  Canning  on  the  Catholic  claims  in  1827^ 
although  in  1829  he  admitted  that  in  1825  he  had 
expressed  to  Lord  Liverpool  agree^ient  with  those 
claims.  He  first  complains  that  Peel  had  omitted  to 
quote  the  speech  of  1829,  which  contained  this  ad- 
mission with  regard  to  1825. 

^^Now/^  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  ''it  is  a  remarkable 
circumstance  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
read  this  speech.  He  read  the  speech  which  he  had 
made  in  1827,  in  presence  of  Mr.  Canning;  but  the 
House  will  recollect  that  he  never  read  the  speech 
which  the  noble  Lord  alleged  contained  the  great 
admission,  and  which  was  the  only  question  before 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
that  speech,  but  never  read  it.*'  * 

Mr.  Disraeli  himself  then  read  the  speech,  as  reported 
in  Hansard.  He  pointed  out  that  the  words  in  dispute 
— the  words  which  make  the  alleged  admission — are 
omitted  from  that  report. 

"  Now,  Sir,"  continued  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  I  make  no 
charge  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  say 
that  the  speech  I  have  read  from  is  a  garbled,  a 
mutilated,  or,  to  adopt  the  language  of  this  House,  a 
corrected  report  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  speech; 
and  that  it  omits,  and  entirely  omits,  that  important 
statement  which  is  the  great  question  to-night.''t 
*  lUd,  530.  t  ^"^-  531. 
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Then  Mr.  Disraeli  went  on  to  show  that  there  were 
other  reports  of  PeePs  speech  besides  that  in  Hansard. 

"It  so  happens  that  in  those  days  there  were  two 
reports  of  what  was  said  in  this  Honse ;  for  there  was 
then  not  merely  Hansard,  the  speeches  in  which  are 
generally  corrected  by  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves,  but 
there  was  also  the  'Mirror  of  Parliament/  the  speeches 
in  which  were  taken  in  shorthand,  verbatimy  by  the 
most  able  shorthand  writers,  most  of  them  being  men 
of  education  and  intelligence,  and  at  that  time  the 
speeches  were  published  every  three  days.  Now,  sir,  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  it  appears  from 
the  '  Mirror  of  Parliament,'  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  said  in  that  famous  speech  of  1829: — 

" '  So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  beg  to  say, 
my  own  course  is  the  same  as  that  which  suggested 
itself  to  my  mind  in  1825,  when  I  was  His  Majesty's 
principal  Minister  for  the  Home  Department,  and 
found  myself  in  a  minority  upon  the  Catholic  question 
in  this  House.  I  felt  that,  looking  at  the  numbers 
arrayed  against  me,  my  position  as  a  minister  was  un- 
tenable. The  moment  that  I  found  that  I  was  in  a 
minority  on  that  question,  I  felt  that  it  was  no  longer 
advisable  that  I  should  continue  to  be  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  Irish  affairs.  I  stated  to  the  Earl 
of  Liverpool,  who  was  then  at  the  head  of  the  Adminis- 
tration, that  in  consequence  of  the  decision  against  me 
by  the  voices  of  the  representativ  s  of  that  country, 
the  time  was  come  when  something  respecting  the 
Catholics  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  done,  or  that  I 

22 
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should  be  relieved  from  the  duties  of  the  office  I  held^ 
as  it  was  my  anxious  wish  to  be/ 

"  The  words  left  out  in  the  report  of  Hansard  are 
these  : — 

"  ^  I  stated  to  the  Earl  of  Liverpool,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  decision  against  me  by  the  voices  of  the 
representatives  of  Ireland,  something  respecting  the 
Catholics  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  done/  *'* 

Mr.  Disraeli  had  thus  made  out  a  strong  case  in 
favour  of  the  statement  that  Sir  Bobert  Peel  had  used 
the  words  making  the  admission,  for  he  had  shown 
that,  while  they  were  omitted  in  the  report  corrected 
by  Peel  himself,  they  occurred  in  the  report  produced 
independently. 

"But  tbis,  Sir,*^  continued  Mr.  Disraeli,  "is  only 
the  commencement  of  my  proof. 

"  Hon.  Gentlemen  may  understand  that  though  you 
may  alter  your  speech  for  Hansard,  you  cannot  alter 
the  answer  to  it.  There  may  be  two  versions  of  a 
speech — the  speech  for  the  House,  and  the  speech  for 
posterity.  An  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  then  the 
head  of  a  party  that  had  also  been  betrayed,  the  head 
of  the  Protestant  party  in  this  House,  and  who  has 
since  been  a  member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  it  appeared  in  the  '  Mirror  of  Parliament,^  though 
not  in  Hansard,  used  this  language  : — 

"'If  at  that  period  the  policy  of  conceding  the 
Catholic  question  were  clear  to  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 

*  Uid.  531. 
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man,  I  say  that,  in  justice  to  himself,  in  justice  to 
his  friends,  in  justice  to  the  country,  in  justice  to 
Mr.  Canning  himself,  who  had  always  been  the  able, 
powerful,  and  constant  advocate  of  the  Catholics,  he 
ought  not  to  have  concealed  it.  If,  as  he  now  says,  he 
had  discovered  in  1825  the  necessity  of  passing  this 
question,  I  ask  why  did  he  not  say  so  in  1827,  and  give 
his  support  to  Mr.  Canning  then,  when  the  supposed 
difference  between  him  and  Mr.  Canning  obtained  for 
him  the  support  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  differed 
with  him  only  on  that,  which  I  confess  was  the  case 
with  me.' 

"  Sir,  that  was  a  memorable  speech.  It  was  the 
speech  in  which  Sir  E.  Knatchbull  used  the  phrase 
nusquiam  tiUa  fides.  It  appealed  to  the  feelings  of 
tl*  House,  who  were  carried  away  by  the  expressions 
of  the  speaker. 

"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  obliged  to  get  up 
and  notice  it ;  but  he  did  not  notice  that  passage ;  he 
never  denied  that  he  had  proposed  to  Lord  Liverpool, 
in  1825,  that  something  should  be  done  respecting 
the  Catholics,  though  Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  had 
repeated  that  statement.  No,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  his  guilt,  if  guilt  it  were;  and 
it  is  only  in  1846  that  he  vindicates  himself  by 
referring  to  a  different  speech,  and  quotes  a  report 
which  I  have  proved  is  not  a  correct  one.''  * 

This  certainly  was  very  strong  proof ;  not  satisfied, 
however,  with  this,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  another  hit : — 

•  Ibid.  681-2. 
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« 


Now,  sir,  I  have  a  rigbt  to  speak  of  that  report 
of  the  speech  I  have  read  from  Hansard,  as  bein^ 
corrected  by  authority,  for  I  find  a  note — and  every- 
one knows  how  seldom  one  finds  notes  in  Hansard — 
on  the  5th  of  March,  1829,  appended  to  the  beginning 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  in  these  words, 
'  Inserted  with  the  permission  and  approbation  of 
Mr.  Secretary  Peel.' "  * 

Those  last  words,  which  seemed  to  drive  the  last 
nail  in  Peel's  coffin,  were  received  with  wild  cheers  by 
the  Protectionists. 

Mr.  Disraeli  went  on  to  add  another  link  to  his 
chain  of  evidence;  he  produced  a  report  from  the 
Times,  and  this  report  also  contained  the  words  of 
admission  which  appear  in  the  "Mirror  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  '^  so  that  there  was  the  evidence  of  two  reports, 
and  not  that  of  one,  in  favour  of  the  statement  that 
Peel  had  used  the  words  of  fatal  admission. 

And,  finally,  Mr.  Disraeli  brought  another  im- 
portant fact  forward : — 

"Now,  in  the  Edinburgh  Review  of  April,  1829, 
in  an  article  on  the  state  of  parties,  written,  I  believe, 
by  a  man  who  was  not  to  be  misled  with  respect  to 
transactions  in  which  he  had  himself  taken  a  great 
part,  this  is  the  language  used : — 

" '  Sir  R.  Peel  at  that  time  told  Mr.  Canning,  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  his  unlooked-for  opposi- 
tion to  Mr.  Canning  was  grounded  on  a  difiEerence  of 
opinion  on  the  Catholic  question;    yet  at  that  very 

*  Hid.  532. 
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time  he  liad  in  his  writing-desk  a  letter  in  whicli 
two  years  before  he  had  told  Lord  Liverpool,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Catholic  claims  ought  to  be  granted,  and 
proposing  that  he  should  retire  from  office  in  the 
meantime/  "  * 

And  then,  summing  up  the  reply  of  Peel  to  the 
charge  of  Bentinck,  Mr.  Disraeli  thus  characterised 
it  :— 

''  He  came  to  these  extracts,  which  I  have  proved 
to  be  garbled.  He  came  with  a  suppressio  veri  un- 
precedented in  the  debates  of  this  House.^^  t 

Mr.  Disraeli  wound  up  his  speech  with  a  eulogium 
of  Canning: — 

"  I  never  saw  Mr.  Canning,"  he  said,  '^  but  once, 
when  I  had  no  expectation  of  ever  being  a  member 
of  this  House,  but  I  can  recollect  it  but  as  yesterday 
when  I  listened  to  almost  the  last  accents — I  may  say 
the  dying  words — of  the  great  man.  /  can  recall  the 
lightning  flxiah  of  that  eye,  and  the  tumult  of  that 
ethereal  brow:  still  lingers  in  my  ear  the  melody  of 
that  voice.  But,  sir,  when  shall  we  see  another 
Mr.  Canning  ? — a  man  who  ruled  this  House  as  a 
man  rules  a  high-bred  steed,  as  Alexander  ruled 
Bucephalus — (a  laugh) — of  whom  it  was  said  that  the 
horse  and  the  rider  were  equally  proud."  J 

Did  anybody  ever  read  a  better  specimen  of  what 
the  Americans  call  "high-falutin^,"  than  this  elaborate 
eulogium  ?  But  the  vulgar  gaud  of  the  language  is 
the  smallest  fault  of  this  passage.     Its  great  fault  is 

*   Ibid.  633-4.  t  ^^i^'  535.  J  Ibid.  636. 
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that  it  is  utterly  insincere :  tliat  reverence  is  affected^ 
emotion  pumped  up,  to  stimulate  the  passions  of  a 
blindly  excited  and  stupid  party. 

I  think  this  criticism  is  justified  by  the  passage 
itself,  with6ut  going  outside  it.  But  I  have  further 
proof  than  this  to  show  the  insincerity  of  the  eulogium ; 
I  have  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  own  words. 

In  the  passage  quoted,  he  speaks  of  having  heard 
Canning  once.  Now,  I  find  another  account  of  this 
occasion,  an  account  written  years  before  the  session 
of  1846,  when  Mr.  Disraeli^s  impressions  of  it  were 
much  fresher : — 

"I  like  a  good  debate;  and,  when  a  stripling,  nsed 
sometimes  to  be  stifled  in  the  gallery,  or  enjoy  the 
easier  privileges  of  a  member's  son.  I  like,  I  say,  a 
good  debate,  and  have  no  objection  to  a  due  mixture 
of  bores,  which  are  a  relief.  I  remember  none  of  the 
giants  of  former  days;  but  I  have  heard  Canning. 
He  was  a  consummate  rhetorician;  hut  there  seemed 
to  be  a  dash  of  commonpkice  in  all  tliat  he  said,  arui 
frequent  indications  of  the  absence  of  an  original 
mind.  To  the  last,  he  never  got  clear  of  *  Good  God, 
sir ! '  and  all  the  other  hackneyed  ejaculations  of  his 
youthful  debating  clubs''  * 

Where,  can  the  reader  guess,  does  this  passage 
occur  ?     Why   it   occurs   in  a  book   written   by   Mr. 

♦  Edition  of  1831,  iii.  171-2.  A  few  lines  further  on,  Mr.  Disraeli 
writes,  in  reference  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  Canning :  "  Manj 
a  sneer  withers  on  those  walls  which  would  scarcely,  I  think,  blight 
a  currant-bush  out  of  them  ;  and  I  have  seen  the  House  convulsetl 
with  raillery  which,  in  other  society,  would  infallibly  settle  the  railer 
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Disraeli;  it  occurs  in  the  "Young  Duke/'  The 
"Young  Duke"  was  published  in  1831:  that  is  to 
say^  when  Mr.  Disraeli  had  no  reason  to  exaggerate. 
Could  any  two  descriptions  of  the  same  man  be  more 
diverse  than  those  of  1831  and  1846  ? 

Mr.  DisraeH's  speech  wound  up  with  this  vigorous 
peroration : — 

"The  tone  and  temper  of  this  House  are  not  as 
elevated  and  brave  as  in  the  days  of  Mr.  Canning ; 

to  be  a  bore  beyond  all  tolerance.  Even  an  idiot  can  raise  a  smile. 
Thej  are  so  good-natured,  or  find  it  so  dulL  Mr,  Canning's  badinage 
was  the  most  successful^  though  I  have  listened  to  few  things  rnore 
calculated  to  make  a  man  gloomy.  But  the  House  always  ran  riot, 
taking  everything  for  granted  ^  and  cracked  their  universal  sides  be/ore 
he  opened  his  mouthJ" — Ibid.  172-3.  If  we  want  further  proof  of  the 
disingenuousness  and  insincerity  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  attack  on  Peel, 
we  can  find  it ;  and,  again,  the  evidence  is  supplied  by  the  words 
of  Mr.  Disraeli  himself.  Writing  in  "Coningsby"  on  this  very 
question  of  the  relations  of  Peel  and  Canning,  he  says,  "  It  may  not 
only  be  a  charitable  but  a  true  estimate  of  the  motives  which 
influenced  him,"  Peel,  "  in  his  conduct  towards  Mr.  Canning,  to  con- 
sider that  he  was  not  guided  in  that  transaction  by  the  disingenuous 
rivalry  usually  attributed  to  him."  "  His  statement  in  Parliament," 
goes  on  Mr.  Disraeli,  ''  of  the  determining  circumstances  of  his 
conduct,  coupled  with  his  subsequent  and  almost  immediate  policy, 
may,  perhaps,  leave  this  a  painful  and  ambiguous  passage  in  his 
career  ;  but  in  passing  judgment  on  public  men,  it  behoves  us  ever  to 
take  large  and  extended  views  of  their  conduct^  and  previous  incidents 
will  often  satisfactorily  explain  subsequent  events,  which,  without 
their  illustrating  aid,  are  involved  in  misapprehension  or  mystery.'* 
(*'  Coningsby,"  79.  Fifth  edition.)  Thus  cahnly  can  Mr.  DisraeU 
write  about  a  question  upon  which  he  pretended  afterwards  to  be 
scarcely  able  to  speak  with  self-control  1  Where  are  the  choking 
emotion,  the  overpowering  sorrow,  the  scena  indignatio  of  the  speech 
on  the  Canning  episode  in  the  House  of  Commons  7  And  mark,  too, 
with  what  tranquillity  Mr.  Disraeli  can  write  on  the  Canning  episode 
after  the  occasion  for  using  the  memory  of  Canning  for  party  purposes 
had  passed  away  :  "  The  truth  about  the  question  which  so  conveni- 
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nor  am  I  surprised^  when  the  vultore  rules  where  once 
the  eagle  reigned.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  once  said 
that  Ireland  was  his  great  difficulty.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  why  Ireland  was  his  great  difficulty, 
and  whether,  if  he  had  acted  with  frankness  to 
Mr.  Canning  in  reference  to  his  communication  with 
Lord  Liverpool  in  1 825,  Ireland  would  have  been  his 
great  difficulty  ?  This  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
feel  at  the  present  moment,  when  we  ai*e  about  again 

ently  occasioned  this  interesting  episode  in  the  debates  on  the 
Coercion  Bill  appears  to  be  this:  that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  1829, 
having  to  make  a  complicated  and  yery  embarrassing  statement 
respecting  his  change  of  opinion  and  policy  with  regard  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  to  refer  by  dates  to  several  periods,  both  as  to  his 
positive  and  his  contingent  condnct  upon  that  subject,  conveyed  by 
some  expressions  a  meaning  to  the  House  of  a  very  perplexing 
character  and  quite  different  from  that  which  he  intended  ;  that  the 
reporter  of  the  Times  caught  the  sentence  and  although  it  was 
inconsistent  with  the  reputation  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  perhaps  im- 
perfectly preserved  it ;  that  the  reporters  of  the  other  journals,  not 
comprehending  the  remark  and  deeming  it  quite  incongruous  and 
contrary  to  received  impressions,  omitted  it,  as  under  such  circum- 
stances is  not  unusual ;  that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  he  corrected  the 
version  of  his  speech,  which  he  did  from  the  report  of  the  Timet ^ 
finding  a  sentence  which  conveyed  a  false  meaning,  and  which  was 
authorised  by  no  analogous  expressions  in  the  other  papers,  very 
properly  struck  it  out ;  that  the  reporter  of  the  Tinies^  who,  after 
due  comparison  and  consultation  with  the  reporters  of  some  other 
principal  journals,  prepared  with  them  the  matured  version  for  the 
*  Mirror  of  Parliament,'  adhering  to  his  text  with  the  general 
concurrence  of  his  colleagues,  and  thus  embalmed  the  error.  Per- 
plexing as  it  is,  we  have  no  doubt  that  the  speech  of  Sir  Edward 
KnatchbuU  can  be  explained  to  the  entire  vindication  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel ;  the  solution  of  this,  however,  aa  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
must  be  left  to  GCdipus,  with  a  full  admission  that  though  Liord 
George  Bentinck  was  perfectly  justified  in  making  the  particular 
charge  which  he  advanced,  it  wa^  without  real  foundation.^* — Life 
of  Bentinck^  284 — 286.  "  Let  us  sympathise  with  the  sorrows  we  do 
not  feel  I" 
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to  divide  on  an  Irish  question — ^a  division  which  may 
be  fatal  to  the  continuance  of  his  power.  It  is  Nemesis 
that  inspires  this  debate^  and  dictates  this  division,  and 
seals  with  the  stigma  of  Parliamentary  reprobation  the 
catastrophe  of  a  sinister  career/'  * 

Barely  has  there  been  a  more  successful  speech. 
It  was  interrupted  at  almost  every  sentence  by 
frantic  cheers,  and  when  Mr.  Disraeli  sat  down^  he 
received  an  enthusiastic  ovation. 

Its  effect  on  Peel  was — it  may  be  said  without 
exaggeration— terrible ;  and  it  completely  broke  his 
chance  of  support  from  any  of  the  Protectionist  party. 

"The  minister/'  writes  Mr.  Disraeli,  "rose  con- 
fused and  suffering.  He  said  he  had  no  right  to  reply, 
but  continued  to  make  deprecatory  and  feeble  obsei'va- 
tions.  Finally,  he  called  upon  the  House  to  '  suspend 
their  judgment,'  until  an  opportunity  for  reply  came/'f 

"  The  House,"  continued  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  adjourned 
until  Thursday.  The  general  opinion  was  that  the 
minister  was  greatly  damaged,  and  that  had  the 
division  then  taken  place,  the  Government  would 
certainly  have  been  in  a  minority."  % 

On  Friday — Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  had  been  delivered 
on  Monday — Sir  Robert  Peel  made  his  reply.  The 
Minister  began  by  complaining,  reasonably  enough, 
that  he  had,  in  the  midst  of  overwhelming  official 
business,   to   search  among    papers   and  journals   in 

•  Hansard,  3  S.  Ixxxvii.  537. 
t  •'  Life  of  Bcntinck,"  271. 
:  Ihid. 
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reference    to    a    transaction    that    had  taken   place 
nineteen  years  before. 

He  then  gave  the  most  emphatic  denial  to  the  state- 
ment that  he  had  in  1825  announced  to  Lord  Liverpool 
a  change  in  his  opinions  on  the  Catholic  question. 
And  he  proceeded  to  give  proofs  that  he  could  not 
possibly  have  done  so.  First,  he  showed  from  Hansard 
what  his  action  and  pronouncements  on  the  Catholic 
claims  had  been  in  1825.  He  showed  that,  when  in 
February  of  that  year  Sir  Francis  Burdett  brought 
forward  a  motion  in  favour  of  the  Catholics,  he  spoke 
in  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.*  The  motion 
of  Burdett  having  passed  by  a  considerable  majority, 
he  proved  that  he  had  likewise  opposed  the  second 
reading;  and  he  quoted  a  remarkable  passage  from 
his  speech  on  that  occasion,  in  which,  alluding  to 
the  change  in  another  member's  opinions,  he  dis- 
tinctly declared  that  no  such  change  had  taken  place 
in  him.t 

The  second  reading  of  the  Bill  passed  ;  and  its  third 
reading  was  again  opposed  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.     He 

*  These  are  the  words  used  by  Sir  R.  Peel  in  1825,  and  quoted  by 
him  in  this  speech  of  1846  : — 

**  Without  dwelling  on  the  objections  as  to  the  time  at  which 
this  motion  was  proposed,  or  its  present  expediency,  he  openly 
announced  hi-g  objection  to  it*  principle.  He  should,  therefore, 
pursue  the  course  w^hich  hitherto  he  had  uniformly  persisted  in, 
and  give  his  decided  opposition  to  the  measure." — Hansard,  3  S. 
Ixxxvii.  694. 

t  These  were  his  words  :  "  Mr.  Secretary  Peel  said  he  had  heard, 
and  with  the  most  perfect  conviction  of  his  sincerity,  the  avowal 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Armagh,  that  he  had  changed  his  opinions 
upon  it.     If  he  (.Mr.  Peel)  had  changed  his  own  opinion,  he  should 
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quoted  a  passage  from  the  speech  he  made  justifying 
this  opposition. 

Then  he  asked : 

''After  such  declarations  publicly  made  in  Parlia- 
ment, is  it  probable  that  I  could  have  gone  to  the  Earl 
of  Liverpool,  and  informed  him  that  my  opinion  on  the 
Roman  Catholic  question  had  undergone  a  change,  and 
that  I  was  prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  concession  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  claims  ?  "  * 

The  third  reading  of  the  Catholic  Bill,  notwithstand- 
ing Peel's  opposition,  having  been  carried,  he  offered 
his  resignation  to  Lord  Liverpool.  Lord  Liverpool, 
who  was  equally  opposed  to  the  concession  of  the 
Catholic  claims,  urged  him  to  remain;  and  the  Bill 
having  meantime  been  rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
he  consented. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  next  quoted  a  speech  antagonistic  to 
the  Catholic  claims,  which  he  had  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons — ^in  this  same  session  of  1 825,  of  course — 
afier  he  had  had  his  interview  with  Lord  Liverpool-t 

have  been  most  ready  to  avow  it;  but  at  he  had  not  changed  it, 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  friends  would  give  him  the  same  credit 
for  purity  of  motive  in  retaining  it,  that  he  gave  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Armagh  in  abandoning  it." — Ibid.  695. 

•  Jbid. 

t  "  On  that  occasion,  after  my  interviews  with  Lord  Liverpool,  I 
took  part  in  the  discussion  ;  and  this  was  the  language  I  held  on  the 
26th  of  May,  in  reference  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Brownlow  in  the 
course  of  the  debate : — *  His  hon.  Friend  now  seemed  to  expect  an 
apology  from  him  for  continuing  of  the  same  opinion.  His  hon. 
Friend  thought  it  necessary  to  call  upon  him  to  explain  why  he  too 
was  not  converted  by  the  evidence  of  Dr.  Doyle,  telling  him  that 
the  cause  was  hollow,  that  the  ground  was  utterly  untenable.    Now, 
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This  speecli  was  delivered  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Canning  :  "  Is  it  probable/^  says  Sir  Robert  Peel,  "  I 
again  ask,  that  I  should  have  held  that  language  in 
the  presence  of  Mr.  Canning,  and  in  the  face  of  Parlia- 
ment, if  I  had  told  Lord  Liverpool  that  my  opinion  on 
the  Catholic  question  was  changed  ?  I  imposed  no 
restrictions  of  secrecy  as  to  my  communications  with 
Lord  Liverpool.  Mr.  Canning  was  as  much  in  Lord 
LiverpooPs  confidence  as  I  was — probably  still  more ; 
and  I  have  not  a  doubt  that  Mr.  Canning  was  perfectly 
aware  of  what  had  passed,  namely,  that  I  had  expressed 
an  earnest  wish  to  be  relieved  from  the  responsibility  of 
office  under  the  circumstances  in  which  I  found  myself 
placed.^^  * 

Sir  Robert  Peel  then  went  on  to  deal  with  the  charge 
of  having  in  his  possession  a  letter  that  showed  he  had 
intimated  a  change  of  opinions  to  Lord  Liverpool  in 
1 825.  He  first  observed  that  few  letters  passed  between 
them,  their  communications  being  mostly  verbal.  He 
pledged  his  honour  that  he  could  find  among  his 
papers  but  three  letters  from  Lord  Liverpool  during 
the  year  1825.     The  first  of  those  letters  pointed  to 


he  admitted  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  felt  the  ground  untenable,  that 
was  a  sufficient  reason  for  his  abandoning  it.  He  admired  his  hon. 
Friend's  sincerity ;  and^  if  he  himself  Juid  felt  the  same  vwtives,  he 
would  have  folhrved  the  example  of  his  hon.  Friend^  and  defied 
all  attacks  for  so  doing.  But  he  would  beg  to  be  allowed  still  to 
occupy  ground  which  he  did  not  feel  untenable.  He  would  b^  to 
be  allowed,  with  those  who  thought  with  him,  to  continue  of  the 
same  mind,  seeing  that  the  same  light  had  not  broken  in  upon  them 
which  had  broken  in  upon  his  hou.  Friend.' " — Ihid.  696. 
♦  Jbid.  697. 
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a  state  of  relations  quite  opposite  to  tbat  argued  for 
by  Sir  Robert  PeePs  enemies:*  the  second  was  un- 
important; and  the  third  also  tended  to  prove  that 
Peel  had  made  no  such  intimation  to  Lord  Liverpool 
as  that  with  which  he  was  charged. 

Next,  Sir  Robert  Peel  dealt  with  the  other  branch 
of  the  indictment  against  him.  ^^  Though  I  made 
no  such  communication  as  that  supposed  to  Lord 
Liverpool,  did  I  in  1829  declare  that  I  had  made  it  ? '' 
This  charge  also  Sir  Robert  Peel  "  positively  *'  denied.! 

Then,  Sir  Robert  Peel  discussed  the  reports  containing 
the  alleged  admission,  which  had  been  quoted  against 
him.  He  admitted  his  surprise  when  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  able  to  quote  words,  containing  such  an  admission, 

*  "  In  March,  1825,  I  had  been  in  a  minority  on  the  motion  of 
Sir  F.  Burdett.  There  were  rumours  that  Lord  Liverpool  had  him- 
self changed  his  opinion  on  the  Roman  Catholic  question.  It  was 
most  material  for  me  to  ascertain  whether  such  were  the  case  or  not ; 
because  if  Lord  Liyerpool's  opinions  were  changed,  and  I  was  in  a 
minority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  there  were  additional  reasons  for 
my  retirement  from  oflSce.  I  received  from  Lord  Liverpool,  on  the 
10th  of  March,  1826,  this  letter :—"( Private.)— -Fife  House,  March 
10th,  1825. — My  dear  Peel, — I  return  the  report  of  the  Irish  Associa- 
tion. 1  fiave  thovght  H  quite  nece$»ary,  in  consrqvence  of  the  para- 
graph  in  the  Morning  Chronicle  of  this  day^  to  send  an  article  to 
the  Courier,  contradicting  the  reports  in  circulation  respecting  any 
change  in  my  sentiments  vpon  the  Roman  Catholic  question. — Ever 
sincerely  yours,  Liverpool."— /JiV?.  699. 

t  "This  second  charge  against  me  is  to  the  effect,  that  in  1829 
I  made  a  statement,  and  afterwards  garbled  the  speech  in  which 
the  statement  is  alleged  to  have  been  made.  Says  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  member  for  Shrewsbury,  'I  am  making  no  charge 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I  say  that  his  is  a  mutilated, 
a  garbled,  or,  to  use  the  softer  language  of  this  House,  a  mutilated 
report.'"— i«</.  701.  When  Sir  Robert  Peel  made  this  quotation 
from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeh,  a  member  interrupted  him,  ex- 
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from  the  "  Mirror  of  Parliament/'  and  his  still  greater 
surprise  when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  able  to  confirm  the 
report  in  the  "  Mirror ''  by  a  like  report  in  the  Kme«.* 

But,  then.  Sir  Robert  Peel  proceeded  to  show,  and 
proved  beyond  all  dispute,  that  these  apparently 
separate  reports  were  really  one  and  the  same.  He 
proved  that  the  "  Mirror  '^  had  no  sta£f  of  its  own  in 
the  House,  that  its  reports  were  made  np,  just  as  the 
reports  in  Hansard  are  made  up  to  a  considerable 
extent,  even  to  the  present  day,  from  a  comparison  of 
the  reports  in  the  different  daily  papers.  The  report 
in  the  "Mirror"  was  simply  a  copy,  and  not  a  con- 
firmation  of  the  report  in  the  Times. 

Then  Sir  Robert  Peel  put  a  very  awkward  question 

claiming  "  corrected,"  meaning  that  Mr.  Disraeli  had  used  the  word 
"corrected,"  and  not  "mutilated,"  as  Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted* 
Bir  Robert  Peel  made  a  good  point,  and  was  justified  in  msitiwg 
a  good  point,  of  this  interruption.  "  (An  hon.  Member,  *  corrected.*) 
Well,  *  corrected.*  The  variation  in  the  reports  as  to  that  expression 
only  shows  that  too  much  confidence  cannot  be  placed  in  them; 
and  yet  twenty  years  after  the  events  have  taken  place  I  am  to 
be  condemned  on  account  of  discrepancies  in  newspaper  reports." — 
Ibid. 

*  "The  hon.  Gentleman" — Mr.  Disraeli—"  began  by  stating  that 
he  adverted  to  the  subject  with  the  deepest  pain  ....  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  came  down  on  Monday  night,  I  having  no  conception 
whatever  of  what  was  about  to  occur,  and,  professing  that  he  ap- 
proached the  subject  with  great  pain,  stated  also  that  he  had  been 
making  careful  inquiry,  and  had  found  that  there  was  an  independent 
body  of  reporters,  reporting  for  the  '  Mirror  of  Parliament,'  not  con- 
nected with  the  public  press.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  oonnection 
with  the  press  that  enables  him  to  speak  with  some  authority  on  these 
points.  I  heard  his  statement,  and  it  struck  me,  as  it  struck  otherSy 
that  evidence  of  concurrence  between  two  independent  and  sepa- 
rate authorities  was  strong,  if  they  had  made  the  same  report."— 
Ibid,  702. 
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to  Mr.  Disraeli.  "  As  you  have  liad  the  discretion,^' 
he  said  to  that  gentleman,  ''to  refer  to  the  report 
in  the  Times,  and  have  informed  the  House  that  it 
is  concurrent  with  that  in  the  '  Mirror  of  Parliament,' 
have  you  had  the  discretion  to  examine  other  reports 
also  ? "  Then  Peel  proceeded  to  show  that  there 
were,  in  addition  to  the  Times,  four  other  morning 
papers  in  London,  ''with  separate  and  independent 
reports.''  "There  were  four  other  papers:  as  you 
hunted  up  the  report  in  the  Ti/mes,  I  ask  the  question. 
Did  you  examine  the  others  ?" 

And  then  he  put  this  dilemma  to  Mr.  Disraeli : 
either  that  he  had  not  read  those  reports,  or  that, 
having  read  them,  he  kept  back  the  result;  in  other 
words,  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  a  piece  either  of 
reckless  carelessness  or  vile  misrepresentation.  For 
not  a  single  one  of  the  other  four  morning  papers 
agreed  with  the  Times;  not  a  single  one  contained  the 
words  on  which  Mr.  Disraeli's  attack  was  founded !  * 

•  Ibid.  703.  **Now  I  put  this  question  to  the  honourable  Gentle- 
man,— As  you  have  had  the  discretion  to  refer  to  the  report  in  the 
TlmeSf  and  have  informed  the  House  that  it  is  concurrent  with  that 
in  the  '  Mirror  of  Parliament,'  have  you  had  the  discretion  to 
examine  other  reports  also?  There  were  other  morning- papers  at 
that  time,  for  which  there  were  separate  and  independent  reports ; 
and  as  you  took  the  precaution  of  referring  to  one,  and,  finding  an 
apparent  concurrence,  have  informed  the  House  of  that  fact,  and 
have  concluded  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  further  evidence, 
aUow  me  to  ask  if  the  same  sense  of  justice  has  induced  you  to 
examine  the  other  reports?  Did  you  look  at  the  reports  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle ^  the  Morning  Herald^  the  Morning  Potty  and  the 
Morning  Journal  [a  paper  which  was  set  up  to  destroy  the  hopes  of 
the  success  of  Catholic  emancipation]?  There  were  four  other  papers  ; 
as  you  hunted  up  the  report  in  the  Tinu^s,  I  ask  the  question,  Did  you 
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And,  then,  Sir  Eobert  Peel  proceeded  to  read  from 
the  reports  in  the  different  papers  named.  Not  one  of 
them,  as  he  had  asserted^  contained  the  words  upon 
which  the  whole  charge  against  him  was  based. 

Finally,  Sir  Robert  Peel  dealt  with  the  apparent 
confirmation  in  the  speech  of  Sir  E.  Knatchbull  of  the 
report  in  the  "Mirror  of  Parliament/'  That  speech 
was  made,  in  the  first  place,  by  Sir  E.  Knatchbull  about 
a  fortnight  after  the  speech  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Is  it 
not  likely  that  Sir  E.  Knatchbull  would,  in  preparing 
an  important  speech,  have  refreshed  his  memory  by 
referring  to  a  report  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  speech. 
"  Might  not,''  asks  Sir  Robert  Peel,  ''  Sir  Edward 
Knatchbull  have  seen  the  report  in  the  '  Mirror  of  . 
Parliament,'  and  drawn  his  inferences  from  that 
report  ?  "  * 

Moreover,  Sir  Robert  Peel  pointed  out  that  the 
passage  quoted  from  Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  by  Mr. 
Disraeli  did  not  occur  in  the  reports  of  KnatchbuU's 
speech  in  the  report  of  the  Times,  Morning  Herald,  or 
of  the  Morning  Journal. 

"Now,  Sir,"  said  Sir  R.  Peel,  in  conclusion,  "I  have 
gone  through,  one   by  one,  the  charges  which    have 

« 

cxaTnine  the  others  ?  If  you  did  not,  how  came  you  to  limit  yonr 
caution  and  discretion  to  the  production  of  the  only  report  that 
seemed  to  give  a  confirmation  to  your  charge  ?  If  you  did  examine 
the  others,  why  did  you  not,  in  common  honesty,  admit  the  <li#- 
crepaney  they  exhibit  ?  Why  did  you  not,  in  justice  to  me,  state 
that  which  is  the  fact — namely,  that  each  rrjwrt  of  the  four  atktr 
newjtpaperA,  allmnde  hy  separate  and  independent  reporters^  aliogetkir 
exclude  the  fcords  on  ivhich  this  imputation  in  founded  f" 
t  Ilfid,  708. 
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been   brought  against  me Oppressed  with 

public  business,  I  have  had  to  devote  two  or  three 
days  to  the  collating  and  contrasting  of  newspaper 
reports,  of  speeches  delivered  many  years  since,  for 
the  purpose  of  rebutting  charges  founded  upon  such 
an  authority,  preferred  seventeen  years  after  the 
transactions  in  question  took  place.  I  trust  I  may 
venture  to  assert  I  have  succeeded  in  vindicating 
myself;  and  yet,  considering  the  difficulty  in  which 
I  was  placed,  how  possible  it  is  that  I  might  have 
failed !  I  might  not  have  been  able  to  have  proved 
my  case  so  completely/^  * 

And  then  Sir  Robert  Peel  devoted  a  few  words  of 
scathing  and  just  scorn  to  Mr.  Disraeli  :— 

"The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  his  speech  by  a 
passionate  representation  of  his  veneration  and  affec- 
tion for  the  memory  of  Mr.  Canning ;  and  at  a  fitting 
time,  and  in  a  fitting  manner,  these  are  feelings 
which  are  to  be  held  in  respect.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
described  Mr.  Canning  as  an  eagle ;  he  spoke  of  him 
as  the  rider  of  Bucephalus.  One  would  have  supposed 
that  he  had  devoted  all  the  energies  of  all  his  intellect 
to  magnify  the  praises  of  Mr.  Canning,  and  that  he 
had  submitted  to  some  great  personal  sacrifice  on 
account  of  his  devotion  to  Mr.  Canning.  Why,  Sir, 
if  he  had  those  feelings,  they  are  to  be  held  in  honour; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  parading  those  feelings 
of  veneration  for  the  memory  of  Mr.  Canning  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  wounding  a  political  opponent,  he  is 

♦  /frki.  709-10. 

23 
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desecrating  feelings  whicli^  when  sincere,  are  entitled 
to  esteem  and  respect.  So  far  from  succeeding  in  his 
purpose  of  inflicting  a  blow  upon  me,  he  is  rallying 
around  me  public  sympathy;  and  exciting  public  in- 
dignation at  the  time  chosen  for  this  attack,  and  the 
motives  which  led  to  it/'  * 

Anybody  who  has  read  even  with  slight  attention 
this  debate  will  see  that  never  did  a  man  acquit  him- 
self more  completely  of  any  charge  than  did  Sir  Robert 
Peel  of  the  charge  brought  against  him  by  Lord  Oeorge 
Bentinck,  and  the  gentleman  who  was  not  ashamed  to 
act  as  his  squire.  So  the  House,  too,  felt.  Lord  John 
Russell  had  ^^  no  hesitation  whatever  in  stating  **  his 
'^  opinion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  guilty 
of  that  which,  had  he  been  guilty  of  it,  would  have 
been  a  flagrant  offence;  and  that  he  has  completely 
justified  himself.'*  f 

Lord  Morpeth  (afterwards  Earl  of  Carlisle),  another 
of  the  Whig  leaders,  '^  must  do  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  justice  to  say  that  he  thought  the  case  attempted 
to  be  substantiated  against  him  (his  own  words  were 
the  best  to  employ)  had  been  'completely  shattered.'"} 

And  Radical  members  spoke  in  a  similar  manner. 

Mr.  Hume  '^had  witnessed  with  deep  regret  the  whole 
course  of  these  attacks  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
particularly  the  conduct  of  the  party  in  persevering, 
notwithstanding  the  triumphant  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet."  § 

*  Ihid.  710-11.  :  Ihid,  751. 

t  Ihid.  734.  §  Ihid.  760. 
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Mr.  Roeback  '^  assared  the  right  Hon.  Baronet  that 
although  he  might  have  felt  pain  that  any  noble  Lord 
should  have  made  such  a  charge,  his  answer  had  been 
triumphant ;  but  it  was  unnecessary,"  * 

Even  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  is  compelled  to  write, 
''  There  never  was  a  more  successful  explanation."  t 

Yet  will  it  be  believed  that  Lord  George  Bentinck 
had  the  indecency — Mr.  Disraeli  calls  it  "courage "J — 
to  stand  up  and  repeat  his  vile  and  unfounded  charges. 
This  is  the  man  who  talked  about  maintaining  "the 
chastity  of  his  honour  " ! 

However,  the  storm  of  unreason,  prejudice,  and  mean 
passions,  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  helped  to  raise,  over- 
whelmed Sir  Robert  Peel.  The  division  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Coercion  Bill  took  place  on  Thursday, 
June  25,  when  219  voted  for,  and  292  against  the  Bill. 
The  Ministry  were,  therefore,  defeated  by  a  majority 
of  73.  §     On  the  following  Monday  they  resigned. 

•  lh%d.  780. 

t  "  Life  of  Bentinok,"  279. 

}  /Wrf. 

§  For  the  amuaemeat  of  the  reader — perhaps  it  maj  create  some 
other  feeling — Mr.  Disraeli's  description  of  this  celebrated  division 
is  appended : — 

"At  length,  about  half-past  one  o'clock,  the  galleries  were 
cleared,  the  diyision  called,  and  the  question  put.  In  almost  all 
previous  divisions  where  the  fate  of  a  (Government  had  been  depending, 
the  vote  of  everj  member  with  scarcely  an  exception  had  been  anti- 
cipated: that  was  not  the  case-  in  the  present  instance,  and  the 
direction  which  members  took  as  thej  left  their  seats  was  anxionalj 
watched.  More  than  a  hundred  Protectionist  members  foUowed  the 
minister  ;  more  than  eighty  avoided  the  division,  a  few  of  these,  how- 
ever, had  paired ;  nearly  the  same  number  followed  Lord  George 
Bentinck.    But  it  was  not  merely  their  numbers  that  attracted  the 
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I  have  now  finished  my  account  of  the  relations  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Disraeli. 

I  have  had  to  deal  with  two  different  periods,  the 
period  when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  at  peace,  and  the  period 
when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  at  war  with  Sir  Robert  Peel. 

I  have  shown  that  as  long  as  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
anything  to  hope  from  Sir  Robert  Peel,  he  poured 
upon  him  the  most  abject  flattery;  that  whether 
writing  in  newspapers  or  in  works  of  fiction,  whether 
speaking  on  the  hustings  or  in  the  House  of  Gommons, 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  never  tired  of  sounding  the  praises  of 
Peel,  and  professing  his  own  devotion  to  him. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  have  seen  that  Mr.  Disraeli, 
when  he  had  lost  all  hope  from  Peel,  was  as  lavish  in 
abuse   as   ho   had  been  formerly   in  praise.     In  the 

anxious  observation  of  the  treasury  bench  as  the  Protectionists  passed 
in  defile  before  the  minister  to  the  hostile  lobby.  It  was  impossible 
that  he  could  have  marked  them  without  emotion  :  the  flower  of  that 
great  party  which  had  been  so  proud  to  follow  one  who  had  been  so 
proud  to  lead  them.  They  were  men  to  gain  whose  hearts  and 
the  hearts  of  their  fathers  had  been  the  aim  and  exnltation  of  his 
life.  They  had  extended  to  him  an  unlimited  confidence  and  an 
admiration  without  stint.  They  stood  by  him  in  the  darkest  hour, 
and  had  borne  him  from  the  depths  of  political  despair  to  the  proadest 
of  living  positions.  Right  or  wrong,  they  were  men  of  honour,  breed- 
ing,  and  refinement,  high  and  generous  character,  great  weight  and 
station  in  the  country,  which  they  had  ever  placed  at  his  disposal. 
They  had  been  not  only  his  followers  but  his  friends  ;  had  joined  in 
the  same  pastimes,  drank  from  the  same  cup,  and  in  the  pleasantnen 
of  private  life  had  often  forgotten  together  the  cares  and  strife  of 
politics.  He  must  have  felt  something  of  this,  while  the  Manners,  the 
Somersets,  the  Bentincks,  the  Lowthers,  and  the  Lennoxes,  passed 
before  him.  And  those  country  gentlemen,  *  those  gentlemen  of 
England,'  of  whom,  but  five  years  ago,  the  very  same  building  wig 
ringing  with  his  pride  of  being  the  leader — if  his  heart  were  hardened 
to  Sir  Charles  Burrell,  Sir  William  Jolliffe,  Sir  Charles  Ejiightley,  Sir 
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session  just  described  we  have  seen  this  system  of 
attack  reaching  its  clima^s:  and  receiving  its  reward. 
The  reader  has  now  all  the  materia)  complete  for 
forming  a  judgment  of  the  motives  and  conduct  of  the 
opposition  to  Sir  Robert  Peel,  which  Lord  George 
Bentinck  and  Mr.  Disraeli  led.  I  believe  I  am  justi" 
fied  in  saying  that  never  was  any  opposition  to  any 
minister  conducted  with  less  scruple.  I  have  shown, 
I  think,  that  no  trick  was  deemed  too  low  for  use, 
that  personal  vituperation  was  employed  to  an  extent 
that  nothing  could  justify,  and  that  vile  charges  were 
made  against  the  minister  without  any  foundation,  and 
urged  without  any  decency. 

And,  again,  I  ask  the  reader   not  to   forget  the 
great  central  fact  of  this  controversy  :  that  Sir  Robert 

John  Trollope,  Sir  Edward  Kerrison,  Sir  John  Tyrrell,  he  surely  must 
have  had  a  pang  when  his  eye  rested  on  Sir  John  Tarde  Buller,  his 
choice  and  pattern  country  gentleman,  whom  he  had  himself  selected 
and  invited  but  six  years  back  to  move  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  whig  Government,  in  order,  against  the  feeling  of  the  court,  to 
install  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  their  stead.  They  trooped  on  :  all  the  men 
of  metal  and  large-acred  squires,  whose  spirit  he  had  so  often  quick- 
ened and  whose  counsel  he  had  so  often  solicited  in  his  fine  con- 
servative speeches  in  Whitehall  Gardens :  Mr.  Bankes,  with  a  Parlia- 
mentary name  of  two  centuries,  and  Mr.  Christopher  from  that  broad 
Lincolnshire  which  protection  had  created ;  and  the  Mileses  and 
Henleys  were  there ;  and  the  Duncombes,  the  Liddells,  and  the  Yorkes ; 
and  Devon  had  sent  there  the  stout  heart  of  Mr.  Buck — and  Wiltshire* 
the  pleasant  presence  of  Walter  Long-  Mr.  Newdegate  was  there 
whom  Sir  Robert  had  himself  recommended  to  the  confidence  of  the 
electors  of  Warwickshire,  as  one  of  whom  he  had  the  highest  hopes ; 
and  Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  was  there,  who  also,  through  Sir  Robert's 
selection,  had  seconded  the  assault  upon  the  Whigs,  led  on  by  Sir  John 
Buller.  But  the  list  is  too  long  ;  or  good  names  remain  behind." — 
Life  of  Bentinck,  298—300. 
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Peel  endured  all  these  attacks  in  a  rigHt  cause. 
Events^  as  everybody  now  knows,  have  realized  his 
predictions.  A  potato  blight  did  occur  in  Irelaxid; 
thousands  did,  die  of  starvation  ;  and  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn  Laws  has  made  enormous  additions  to  the 
welfare  and  happiness  of  the  English  people.* 

Let  the  reader  remember  also  that  I  have  proved, 
on  the  evidence  of  facts,  and  of,  I  believe,  imanswer- 
able  arguments, — also  on  the  evidence  of  rivals, — 
that  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  justified  in  conferring  this 
great  blessing  of  Free  Trade  on  the  country. 

And,  therefore,  I  say  in  all  this  controversy,  justice, 
truth,  the  welfare  of  the  people,  were  arrayed  on  the 
side  of  Sir  Robert  Peel;  and  injustice,  falsehood, 
and  the  greed  of  the  few  on  the  side  of  Mr. 
Disraeli. 

Let  us  not  be  carried  away  by  the  fact  that,  in  a 

♦  The  full  wickedness  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  condnct  in  opposing  Free 
Trade  cannot  be  properly  realised  without  endearouring  to  recaU  the 
state  of  terrible  distress  to  which  Protection  bad  reduced  this  country 
in  the  years  preceding  1846.  I  have  not  space  to  go  into  the  sabject ; 
but  the  reader  will  find  full  details  upon  it  in  Mr.  Ashworth^s 
interesting  volume,  "  Cobden  and  the  League."  I  extract  a  state- 
ment or  two  from  the  speeches  quoted  in  that  book.  According  to 
Mr.  Edward  Akroyd,  the  number  of  persons  seeking  outdoor  relief 
in  Halifax  had  increased  between  the  years  1838  and  1842  hy  130  jkt 
cent.  (89.)  In  the  Poor  Law  Union  of  Bolton,  according  to  Mr. 
Henry  Ashworth.  speaking  in  1842,  out  of  90.000 j7er#OTM,  13,000  were 
recciring  parish  relief.  (90.)  In  Leeds,  according  to  Mr.  Bright, 
there  were  in  1843,  40,000  persons  subsisting  on  charity;  and  in 
Sheffield,  no  less  than  12,000  paupers.  (227.)  It  was  to  maintaiii  this 
condition  of  things  that  Mr.  Disraeli  attacked  Peel :  he  was  at  the 
same  time  the  enemy  of  the  Minister  and  the  friend  of  the  starva- 
tion of  the  English  people.  Is  that  the  reason  the  English  people 
admire  him  ? 


THE  FALL   OF  PEEL, 


3S9 


personal  sense.  Sir  Robert  Peel  for  the  moment 
failed,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  for  the  moment  succeeded. 
Let  not  our  judgment  be  warped  by  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Disraeli  helped  to  break  up  a  great  party,  and 
to  overthrow  an  all-powerful  minister;  nor  by  the 
fact  that  he  played  a  great  game  with  great  skill. 

Mr.  Disraeli  did  play  for  high  stakes :  and  Mr. 
Disraeli  played  well.  But  I  have  shown  the  motives 
with  which  he  entered  on  the  game.  The  sublimity 
of  the  stakes  cannot  exalt  the  meanness  of  his 
passions. 
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CHAPTER  XII. 

PROTECTIONIST   LEADER. 

The  fall  of  Peel  produced  a  curious  state  of  parties  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Protectionists,  considering 
themselves  as  supporters  of  the  existing  Whig  Ministry, 
sat  on  the  Liberal  benches ;  and  the  Conservative 
Opposition  consisted  solely  of  those  members  who  had 
supported  Peel  in  aboUshing  the  Corn  Laws.  The 
position  of  the  Ministry  was  thus  a  strange  one.  The 
Conservatives,  if  they  could  act  together,  still,  of  course, 
formed  an  overwhelming  majority ;  and  therefore  the 
existence  of  the  Ministry  was  wholly  dependent  on  the 
continuance  of  the  split  between  the  Protectionists  and 
the  Peelit^s. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  long  in  proposing  a 
measure  which  put  the  disposition  of  the  House  to  the 
test.  He  proposed  the  abolition  of  the  protection  given 
to  the  sugar  grown  in  the  British  colonies  over  that 
ffrown  in  other  countries.  Lord  Georore  Bentinck  at 
once  led  the  opposition  to  the  measure,  and  he  was 
seconded  by  Mr.  Disraeli.  Bentinck  proposed  an  amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  was  that  the  proposed  reduction 
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would  give  an  unfair  advantage  to  foreign  and  slave- 
grown  sugar  over  sugar  cultivated  by  free  labour  in 
British  possessions.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  however,  strongly 
supported  the  Government,  and  on  a  division  Lord 
George  Bentinek's  amendment  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  265  to  135  votes. 

This  defeat,  however,  is  to  some  extent  to  be  regarded 
as  a  triumph  for  Mr.  Disraeli.  There  was  a  danger  that 
a  party,  which  the  hate  of  Peel  had  combined,  might 
melt  away  when  the  object  of  that  hate  had  ceased  to 
hold  high  place.  Members  of  a  party  have  a  wonderful 
readiness  to  forget  in  the  cold  shade  of  opposition  the 
offences  of  their  leaders  when  in  office.  The  desire  to 
get  back  again  to  power,  and  its  rewards,  overcomes 
personal  grievances  and  private  feelings  ;  and  thus  a 
leader,  whom  his  party  has  expelled  from  office,  by  that 
very  fact  sometimes  regains  its  allegiance.' 

The  possibility  of  a  return  to  the  former  relations 
between  Peel  and  his  Protectionist  followers  was,  how- 
ever, the  great  thing  against  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  to 
guard.  The  restoration  of  Peel  to  Conservative  confi- 
dence meant  the  eternal  relegation  of  himself  to  that 
dreary  parliamentary  Limbo  of  clever  speakers  who 
never  reached  office.  The  proposal  of  an  amendment 
by  Lord  George  Bentinck  to  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill, 
and  the  support  of  the  Ministerial  measure  by  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  widened  the  split  between  the  Protectionists 
and  their  late  chief,  formed  the  Protectionists  into  a 
distinct  party  with  distinct  principles,  and  confirmed 
Mr.  Disraeli's  position  as  a  parliamentary  leader. 
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There  is  nothing  farther  in  his  conduot  during  the 
remainder  of  the  session  of  1846  which  calls  for  par- 
ticular comment. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  session  of  1847,  another  and 
a  still  more  advantageous  change  to  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
made  in  the  position  of  the  Protectionist  party.  As  I 
have  said,  the  Protectionists  had  sat  on  the  Liberal 
benches  during  the  last  months  of  1846.  It  had,  how- 
ever, according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield,*  been  represented 
to  them  that  this  arrangement  caused  considerable 
inconvenience.  The  Protectionists  were  so  numerous 
that  they  crowded  out  the  Liberal  members  from  the 
Liberal  benches,  and  thus  much  confusion  arose.  "  This 
led,'*  writes  Lord  Beaconsfield,t  "to  some  conversation 
between  the  Treasury  bench  and  Lord  George  Bentinck, 
and  it  was  finally  agreed  that  on  the  whole  it  would  be 
more  convenient  that  on  the  meeting  of  the  House  in 
1847,  he  should  take  the  seat  usually  occupied  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  that  his  friends  should 
fill  the  benches  generally  allotted  to  an  adverse  party." 

Lord  Beaconsfield,  it  will  be  observed,  speaks  of  the 
matter  in  a  rather  easy  tone;  but  this  incident  was, 
undoubtedly,  one  of  the  most  momentous  in  his  whole 
career.  The  Protectionists,  from  being  a  mere  parlia- 
mentary section,  was  transformed  into  the  Conservative 
Opposition  ;  and  the  change  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  position 
was  correspondingly  great.  Sitting  now  on  the  fropt 
Opposition  bench,  he  was  established  as  one  of  the 
chiefs  of  the  second  great  political  party,  and  registered  a 

♦  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  371-2.  +  Hid, 
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ceriain  title  to  take  his  seat  in  due  time  on  the  Treasury 
bench  opposite.  He  became  a  Cabinet  Minister  in  petto. 
It  is  singular  to  remark  how  fortune  has  favoured  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  so  many  ways  above  other  men.  Here, 
by  a  strange  and  unprecedented  combination  of  ciroum* 
stances,  he  was  placed  in  a  position  without  any  of  the 
preliminaries  through  which  nearly  every  other  English 
statesman  of  the  old  or  the  modern  time  has  had  to 
pass.  He  sat  on  the  front  Opposition  bench  as  the 
leader  of  a  party,  and  was  an  heir  to  high  office  before 
he  had  filled  even  the  most  subordinate  governmental 
situation. 

The  attitude  of  the  Protectionists  to  the  Government 
during  the  session  of  1847,  continued  to  be  that  of 
friendly  but  close  critics.  There  was  one  occasion, 
however,  on  which  they  came  into  open  collision,  and 
it  appeared  quite  possible  that  Lord  George  Bentinck 
and  his  lieutenant  would  be  called  upon  to  assume  the 
reins  of  Government.  The  chief  topic  of  discussion 
during  the  session  was  the  fearful  distress  in  Ireland, 
and  the  means  which  the  Ministry  had  taken  to  relieve 
it.  Lord  George  Bentinck  met  the  scheme  of  the 
Government  by  a  counter-scheme.  His  proposal  was 
that  the  State  should  lend  £16,000,000  for  the  construc- 
tion of  Irish  railways.  For  some  reason  or  other,  the 
Bill  was  allowed  to  be  read  a  first  time  ;  but  when  the 
moment  came  for  the  second  stage  to  be  taken.  Lord 
John  Russell  declared  that  the  carriage  of  the  measure 
would  involve  the  resignation  of  the  Government.  The 
Protectionist  leader,  amid  some  professions  of  reluctance. 
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real  or  feigned,  accepted  the  challenge ;  declared  he 
was  "  not  appalled "  by  the  difficulties  of  the  position 
of  a  Minister  ;  and  that  he  and  his  friends  would  '^  not 
shrink  from  any  responsibility  which,  unsought,  may 
be  forced  upon  us."  * 

The  debate  lasted  for  three  nights,  during  one  of  whfch 
Mr.  Disraeli  made  a  long  speech  in  defence  of  the  pro- 
posal of  his  chief.  Ultimately,  the  Bill  being  opposed 
both  by  the  Peelites,  by  the  Liberals  in  a  body,  and  by  a 
portion  of  the  Protectionists,  was  rejected  by  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  332  to  118  votes. 

This  defeat  was  not  lost  on  Bentinck  and  his  adviser ; 
and  during  the  rest  of  the  session  they  avoided  any 
direct  test  of  strength  with  the  Government.  It  was 
evident  that  the  time  was  not  yet  ripe  for  the  Protec- 
tionists. 

The  Protectionist  chiefs  took  up  a  somewhat  strange 
attitude  on  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Government. 
These  were  the  days  of  the  Spanish  marriages,  which 
resulted  in  the  hapless  reign  of  Queen  Isabella,  and  her 
final  expulsion  from  the  throne.  Lord  Palmerston,  who 
was  then  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  OflSce,  vehemently 
opposed  this  infamous  act  of  Machiavellian  traflSc ;  and 
his  conduct  received  the  censure  of  Lord  George 
Bentinck  and  Mr.  Disraeli.  They  were  quite  unable 
to  see  that  those  marriages  were  a  violation  of  the 
Treaty  of  UtrQcht ;  that  they  in  any  way  concerned 
England ;  and  Mr.  Disraeli  went  even  so  far  as  to  ex- 
press surprise  that  Lord  Palmerston  had  not  sent  a  con- 

*  *'  Life  of  Bentinck,'  389. 
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gratalatory  letter  on  the  union  of  Isabella  and  Fr&ncis 
de  Assisi !  * 

The  conduct  of  Bentinck  and  Mr.  Disraeli  was  even 
more  curious  on  the  question  of  Cracow.  By  one  of 
the  articles  in  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  Cracow  had  been 
guaranteed  independence.  In  November  of  1846, 
however,  the  three  Powers,  which  had  been  parties  to 
the  original  partition  of  Poland,  agreed  to  destroy  this 
last  remnant  of  Polish  independence  ;  and  Austria,  with 
the  consent  of  Russia  and  Prussia,  annexed  Cracow. 
Lord  Palmerston  severely  blamed  the  transaction,  and 
entered  a  protest  against  it ;  the  subject  was  mentioned 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  ;  and  on  the  4th  of  March,  1847, 
Mr.  Hume  proposed  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  conduct 
of  the  three  Powers. 

The  action  of  the  Ministry  was  so  plainly  justified 
by  the  facts  that  it  received  the  hearty  support  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel.f  The  motion  of  Mr.  Hume  was 
seconded  by  Lord  Sandon,^  one  of  Peel's  colleagues 
in  the  late  Ministry  ;  and  so  staunch  a  Conservative  as 
Lord  Mahon  spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary's  action. §  These  very  circumstances  were 
probably  the  reasons  which  induced  Mr.  Disraeli  to 
persuade  Bentinck  to  oppose  Lord  Palmerston.  It  vras 
part  of  the  general  plan  of  keeping  the  Protectionists,  as 
a  party,  separate  from  all  others,  and  especially  from 
Sir  Robert  Peel. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  follow  the  many  debates  which 

*  See  Hansard,  Ixxxix.  107  and  150-51.  X  ibid,  167. 

t  Annual  Register,  Ixxxtt.  172.  §  JHd,  170. 
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took  place  on  economical  subjects.  Suffice  it  to  say 
that  in  all  the  discussions  on  those  matters  Lord  Gkor^ 
Bentinck  re-echoed  the  most  ignorant  and  most  popular 
fallacies.  He  denounced  the  abolition  of  the  Com  Law, 
at  one  moment,  because  it  lowered  the  price  of  com,  and 
so  defrauded  the  English  farmer  ;  and  in  the  rery  next 
breath  he  found  fault  with  this  same  measure  because  it 
made  wheat  dear  in  Ireland.*  He  reflected  the  preju- 
dice of  our  grandmothers  against  what  used  to  be  called 
^'  engrossers,  and  regraters,  and  forestallers/'tmd  almost 
suggested  that  they  should  be  hanged  ;t  and,  al- 
together,  spoke  in  all  the  self-sufficiency  of  Cimmerian 
ignorance.  It  is  amusing  to  watch  the  yeoman  service 
Mr.  Disraeli  performs  to  his  dullard  chief.  He  utters — 
the  feeling  soul,  who  wanted  to  keep  up  a  staryalion 
law — the  old  cant  as  to  the  heartlessness  of  political 
economy,  much  as  though  one  were  to  tax  astronomy 
with  callousness  ;  and  he  declares  that  nothing  can  be 
more  ridiculous  than  to  govern  states  in  acoordanoe 
with  principle.  J 

♦  Hanaard,  Ixxxlx.  246—250. 
t  lUi,  247. 

♦  Aa  a  specimen  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  rhetoric,  I  give  the  following  . 
passage.  "The  hon.  member  for  North  Lancashire,**  said  Mr. 
Disraeli,  "  seems  annoyed  that  my  noble  friend  should  haye  expressed 
a  feeling  adverse  to  forestallers  and  regratcrs,  and  talks  of  sach  a 
feeling  being  a  feeling  that  existed  in  barbarous  days.  It  is  yery 
true  that  it  was  600  years  ago  that  statutes  against  forestallers  and 
regraters  were  passed.  Bat  what  does  that  prove,  when  you  hear 
expressions  adverse  to  those  clauses  at  this  moment,  but  that  there  Is 
a  strong  national  feeling  opposed  to  that  system  ?  And  I  tell  this  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  all  his  philosophy  will  not  be  sncceasfol 
when  opposed  to  the  national  conviction  ! " — Hansard,  3  8.  Ixxzix. 
259.     As  a  specimen  of  the  kind  of  wit  which  sometimes  proTes 
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Parliament  was  dissolved  in  July,  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
once  again  sought  a  new  constituency.  He  left 
Shrewsbury,  and  stood  for  Buckinghamshire.  It  is 
not  hard  to  understand  why  he  should  have  sought  the 
representation  of  this  latter  constituency.  He  had 
pafeed  a  considerable  portion  of  his  youth  in  that 
county,  at  his  father's  house  at  Bradenham.  It  was  in 
a  Buckinghamshire  town  that  he  made  his  first  attempts 
to  get  into  Parliament.  In  his  character  of  farmers* 
friend,  too,  it  would  be  more  appropriate  that  he  should 
represent  a  county  constituency.  And,  finally,  Buck- 
inghamshire had  associations  with  great  statesmen  of  the 
past,  which  might  be  turned  in  some  way  to  the  honour 
and  glory  of  Mr.  Disraeli.  Indeed,  with  characteristic 
modesty,  he  did  not  fail  in  his  election  speeches  to 
couple  his  name  with  that  of  Burke,  who  had  lived 
at  Beaconsfield,  and  of  Hampden,  who  had  represented 
the  county.  The  address  to  the  Buckinghamshire 
electors  is  characteristic  enough.  One  of  the  chief 
dogmas  in  the  creed  he  professes  it  is  not  particularly 
easy  to  understand  ;  and,  indeed,  it  is  a  very  good 

ejSectlTe  in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  append  this  other  passage  in 
the  satne  speech.  "I,  for  my  part/'  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  **am  con- 
vinced that  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  not  a  forestaller.  I  feel 
persuaded  the  hon.  (Gentleman  is  not  a  regrater.  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  a  regrater.  I  am  sore  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  a 
great  capitalist  who  has  inyested  hifi  capital  in  com.  But  I  tell  the 
hon.  (JentlemaQ  this,  if  those  sentiments  had  been  expressed  bj  one  in 
such  a  situation,  the  speech  would  not  have  been  forgotten  by  the 
people  of  Sngland.  And  when  tiie  right  hour  arrives,  he  will  find 
that  his  principles  of  political  economy  will  be  subjected  to  a  kind  of 
criticism  he  will  not  find  within  the  walls  of  this  House." — IWi, 
lxuijL.260 
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specimen  of  the  system  of  giving  soanding  and  at  the 
same  time  unintelligible  watchwords^  which  he  has  so 
studiously  adopted  in  leading  his  party.  '^  In  that 
great  struggle,"  he  says,  ''between  popular  principles 
and  liberal  opinions,  which  is  the  characteristic  of  our 
age,  I  hope  ever  to  be  found  on  the  side  of  the 
people  and  of  the  institutions  of  England."  I  have  read 
with  some  care  the  many  speeches  in  which  he  farther 
developed  this  new  political  dogma,  and  am  still  puzzled 
as  much  as  ever  to  know  what  it  means. 

But  the  really  important  point  in  this  election  is  the 
attitude  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  Protection.  Whether  he 
ever  really  believed  in  that  doctrine  or  not,  he  may  be 
credited  with  sufficient  sense  to  see  that,  if  abolished, 
it  could  never  be  restored.  He  knew,  of  course,  that 
the  people  having  once  got  the  taste  of  cheap  bread, 
would  rise  in  rebellion  rather  than  again  allow  its  price 
to  be  artificially  raised  by  protective  laws.  The  diffi- 
cult problem  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had,  therefore,  to  solve 
was,  to  keep  up  his  appearance  of  a  belief  in  the 
possibility  of  a  return  to  Protection,  and  at  the  same 
time  gradually  pave  the  way  for  abandoning  Protection. 
This  is  the  game  which  he  plays  for  the  next  few  years, 
and  I  think  the  reader  will  not  be  wholly  unamnsed  in 
watching  the  skill,  the  audacity,  and  the  unscrupulous- 
ness  with  which  he  played  it. 

The  first  move  was  made  at  this  Bucks  election,  and 
it  took  the  form  of  deprecating  any  immediate  attempt 
to  reverse  the  Free  Trade  legislation  of  1846.  Remind- 
ing the  electors  in  his  address,  he  says,  "  during  the 
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recent  assault  on  the  protective  system  "  he  had  offered 
^^  a  faithful  though  fruitless  opposition  to  that  project." 
He  went  on,  however,  to  add  that  he  was  not  ^'one 
of  those  who  would  counsel,  or  who  would  abet,  any 
attempt  factiously  and  forcibly  to  repeal  the  measures 
of  1846."* 

This  thesis,  that  an  immediate  return  to  Protection 
was  impossible,  he  enlarged  on  during;  his  many  election 
addresses ;  taking  care,  however,  be  it  remarked,  to 
hold  out  at  the  same  time  the  hope  that  what  was  im- 
possible for  the  moment,  would  be  possible  by-and-by.f 

It  is  this  that  constitutes  the  dishonesty  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  action.  The  harm  he  did  by  keeping  alive 
these  hopes  which  he  knew  to  be  false  is  incalculable.  It 
induced  lethargy  in  both  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 

*  Bucks  Herald^  May  29,  1847.  This  addieas  is  signed  simply 
"  Disraeli.*'  It  is  possible  that  the  "  B."  is  omitted  by  a  printer's 
error,  though  this  is  not  very  likely.  Even  in  his  forty-third  year,  and 
in  his  high  political  position,  he  had  not  given  up  the  silly  affectation 
of  his  youth  with  regard  to  his  name.  This  is  a  small  matter, 
certainly,  but  in  these  trifles,  we  know,  the  real  character  of  the  man 
is  often  portrayed. 

t  Thus,  in  one  of  his  speeches,  he  described  Free  Trade  as  '*a 
resolution  of  Parliament ; "  *^  and,"  he  proceeded,  *'  we  must  see  the 
experiment  fairly  tried."  "  You  are,**  he  says  to  the  electors,  "  in  the 
position  of  a  man  who  has  made  an  improvident  marriage.  You  Imve 
become  united  to  Free  Trade,  and  nothing  can  divorce  you  except  yon 
can  prove  the  charmer  has  been  false.  .  .  .  You  have  become  united 
to  a  false  duenna,  and  you  must  take  the  consequences  ;  and  the  con- 
sequence I  venture  to  predict  will  be,  that  the  House  of  CommoDA, 
after  a  fair,  full,  and  ample  trial  of  this  great  measure,  wiU  be  driven 
to  repeal  it  from  absolute  necessity,  though  at  the  termination  of 
much  national  suffering ;  but  then  that  suffering  will  be  compensated 
for  by  the  bitterness  and  profundity  of  national  penitence.*' — B%k^z 
Herald,  June  26, 1847. 

24 
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and  throughout  the  entire  oommnnity  it  kept  up  a 
dangerous  feeling  of  uncertainty.  Squally  immoral  was 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Disraeli  when  viewed  in  its  effects 
upon  the  position  of  parties.  If  the  hope  of  a  return  to 
Protection  were  abandoned^  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  estrangement  between  Peel  and  the  main  body  of 
his  former  followers  should  still  be  kept  up  :  this  deter- 
mination to  reverse  the  legislation  of  '46  was  the  single 
point  upon  which  he  and  they  differed.  But  if  this  hope 
of  restoring  Protection  were  illusory,  then  a  party  was 
allowed  to  exist  which  had  no  basis,  and  those  who 
continued  its  leaders,  professing  to  believe  this  basis 
firm,  were  guilty  of  the  worst  of  false  pretences.  I  call 
attention  to  the  point  here,  because  it  will  be  found  of 
considerable  importance  in  studying  some  subsequent 
phases  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  political  career  as  a  Pro- 
tectionist leader.* 

The  result  of  the  election  was  that,  the  other  candi- 
dates having  withdrawn,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr.  Du  Prd,  and 
Mr.  Cavendish  were  returned  without  opposition. 

*  Not  the  least  interesting  feature  in  this  election  are  Mr.  Disraeli's 
personal  encounters  with  some  of  his  opponents.  One  of  the  ri?al 
candidates  was  a  member  of  the  Cayendish  family,  and  the  aeryioes 
this  family  had  rendered  to  the  Liberal  cause  were  adduced  as  a 
reason  for  supporting  Mr.  Cavendish.  Thus  Mr.  Disraeli  replies  to 
this  argument :  "  I  am  not  disposed  for  a  moment  to  admit  that  my 
pedigree  is  not  as  good  and  even  superior  to  that  of  the  Cavendishes; 
but  as  he  and  his  representative  have  chosen  to  narrow  the  question 
to  that  issue  I  accept  the  ground  on  which  he  is  prepared  to  fight. 
Let  him  pride  himself  on  his  blood ;  I  have  confidence  in  my  brains — 
(loud  cheers  and  laughter) — and  I  am  not  alarmed  as  to  the  result. 
This  I  can  tell  the  silent  candidate  and  his  too  loquacious  chazn(aoii8y 
that  if  he  appeals  to  ancestry,  I  have  a  father,  more  than  eighty  jean 
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There  was  some^  but  not  a  very  great,  change  in  the 
position  of  parties  in  the  new  Parliament.     The  Pro- 
tectionists ^^  maintained  their  numbers,  though  they  did 
not  increase  them ;  "  *  the  Peelites  and  the  Radicals 
were  somewhat  diminished  ;  the  Whigs  alone  had  added 
to  their  ranks,  f     During  the  recess  there  had  occurred 
one  of  those  panics  which  periodically  overwhelm  the 
English  money  market.     In  the  month  of  September 
alone   fifteen  large   London  houses  stopped  payment, 
the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England  being  a  partner 
in  one  of  these  firms.     Important  houses  in  the  pro- 
vincial cities  were  obliged  to  submit  to  the  same  fate, 
and  on  the  Ist  October  the  interest  on  money  was  at 
the  rate  of  sixty  per  cent.j:     The  Ministers,  in  conse- 
quence, were  obliged  to  resort  to  the  usual  remedy  in 
these  cases — they  authorised  the  suspension  of  the  Bank 
Charter  Act  of  1844.     As  a  result  of  this  permission  to 

of  age,  who  is  a  freeholder  of  the  countj  of  Buckingham,  and  who 
intends  to  record  his  vote  for  his  son  when  the  day  of  election 
arrives." — Bw}c%  Herald,  June  26,  1847.  And  here  is  another  passage 
which  shows  how  high  his  hopes  had  become  at  this  time:  he  is 
answering  the  charge  that  he  is  the  nominee  of  the  Duke  of  Backing- 
ham.  "  This  is  a  position  where  a  candidate  is  allowed  to  speak  of 
himself;  ....  and  I  saj  it  would  be  totally  impossible  that  I 
should  fulfil  the  career  to  which  I  hope  I  am  destined,  if  the  opinion 
of  any  individual  is  to  influence  my  conduct.  I  would  much  sooner 
remain  the  representative  of  those  honest  burgesses  who  first  sent  me 
to  Parliament,  .  .  ,  .  if  I  were  not  master  of  my  own  career,  and  if 
I  could  not  lead  instead  of  following,'' — Ibid.  Be  it  remarked  that 
these  words  were  uttered  while  Bentinck  was  still  alive,  and  still 
the  nominal  leader  of  the  Opposition.  Were  they  not  meant  to  teU 
Bentinck  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  to  be  second  to  him  or  any  other 
man  ?  Did  Mr.  Disraeli  contemplate  an  intrigue  against  his  nominal 
chief? 

*  '» Life  of  Bentinck,"  442.  f  ^^*  t  ^^'  ^^3. 
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infringe  tbe  law,  they  were  obliged  to  summon  Par- 
liament in  November.  Mr.  Disraeli  took,  in  the  session 
commenced  at  that  date,  perhaps  a  more  important  part 
than  he  had  hitherto  played  in  Parliament  From  a 
mere  guerilla  warrior,  distinguished  only  by  bitter  per- 
sonal attacks,  he  came  to  be  regarded  as  the  exponent 
of  the  principles  of  a  party ;  and  it  will  be  seen,  too,  that 
he  ventured  to  make  some  claims,  though  in  a  very 
cautious  and  timorous  fashion,  to  being  so  considered. 

Scarcely  had  the  session  begun  when  he  had  the  very 
difficult  but  to  him  not  unusual  task  of  reconciling  two 
diametrically  opposite  votes  on  practically  the  same 
question.  Among  the  first  measures  introduced  by 
Lord  John  Russell  was  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland, 
which  bore  a  very  close  resemblance  to  the  memorable 
Bill  brought  in  on  the  same  subject  in  1846  by  Sir 
Bobert  Peel.  The  reader  has  not  forgotten  that  it  was 
by  a  coalition  of  Whigs  and  Protectionists  against  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  1846  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  driven 
from  office.  Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  was  enthusiastic 
over  the  Bill  of  Lord  John  Russell.  He  attempted  to 
justify  the  inconsistency,  but  his  reasons  were  so 
flimsy  as  not  to  justify  my  wasting  time  in  examining 
them.* 

At  this  point,  I  have  to  stop  to  notice  an  episode 
which  would  have  made  havoc  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  poli- 
tical fortunes,  if  he  had  been  an  ordinary  man — 
ordinary,  in  the  sense  of  having  the  usual  allowance 
of  independence  and  delicacy  of  feeling.     Untroubled, 

*  See  HaoBard,  3  S.  zct.  366—358. 
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however,  by  these  weaknesses,  Mr.  Disraeli^  it  will  be 
seen,  turned  this  episode  to  his  own  great  advantage. 

Among  the  representatives  who  had  been  returned 
at  the  U^eneral  Election  for  the  citj  of  London^  was 
Baron  Rothschild.  Up  to  this  time,  the  oath  which 
members  of  Parliament  were  obliged  to  take  contained 
the  words  ^^  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  and  the 
point  in  dispute  was  whether  Baron  Rothschild  shordd 
be  admitted  without  being  compelled  to  subscribe  to 
this  form  of  oath.  On  the  16th  December,  Lord  John 
Russell  brought  the  subject  before  the  House  by  pro- 
posing a  resolution  removing  the  disabilities  of  the 
Jews.  This  action  threw  the  Protectionist  party  into 
a  state  of  utter  confusion.  The  vast  bulk,  being  natu- 
rally enough  as  narrow-minded  and  bigoted  in  religious, 
as  they  were  stupid  in  commercial  questions,  denounced 
the  proposed  reform  with  all  the  bitterness  and  rancour 
which  religious  fiuiaticism  can  so  abundantly  beget.  I 
have  not  space  here  to  quote  the  flowers  of  eloquence, 
at  once  ludicrous  and  blasphemous,  with  which  the 
Inglises,  the  Ashleys,  and  the  Newdegates  graced  their 
opposition  to  Lord  John's  resolution.  Suffice  it  to  say 
that  the  question  was  evidently  one  upon  which  the 
Tory  Rump  would  accept  no  compromise. 

It  would  be  interesting  indeed  if  we  could  by  some 
process  obtain  an  accurate  photograph  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
feelings  while,  sitting  as  the  leader  of  these  men,  he 
listened  to  the  words  of  contumely  and  imbecile  bigotry 
with  which  they  spoke  of  his  race.  His  dispoeition 
was  not  a  very  tender  or  generous  one^  to  begin  with ; 
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for  no  man  of  tender  or  generous  nature  conld  hare 
written  "  Vivian  Grey  "  in  his  twenty-first  year.  Bat 
whatever  small  remnant  there  may  have  been  left  of 
softness  in  his  character^  these  insults  and  this  folly 
would  have  annihilated.  We  do  not  admire  Lord 
Beaconsfield  because  he  has  sacrificed  every  principle 
of  honesty^  of  honour^  of  fair-dealing,  to  gratify  hia 
ambition  as  a  man,  and  his  hate  as  a  Jew ;  but,  almost 
more  contemptible  is  the  conduct  of  those  men  who^ 
hating  and  persecuting  his  race  to  the  very  last 
moment^  were  yet  mean-spirited  enough  to  accept  his 
leadership.  Another  reflection  that  naturally  suggests 
itself  to  one's  mind  in  connection  with  this  episode  in 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  career  is  that  it  does  not  speak 
very  highly  for  his  spirit  that  he  should  cast  in  his 
fortune  with  the  party  which  thus  regarded  the  people 
from  whom  he  sprang.  What  would  be  thought  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  who  was  a  constant  and  fistithftil 
adherent  of  the  Tory  party,  while  that  party  was 
continuing  its  bitter  and  uncompromising  hostility  to 
Catholic  emancipation? 

It  is  true  Lord  Beaconsfield  supplies  a  ready  answer 
to  all  such  fault-finding  with  his  conduct.  "  No,  Grey ; 
make  them  fear  you,"  he  makes  one  of  his  characters 
exclaim  in  his  earliest  novel,  "  and  they  will  kiss  your 
feet."  Lord  Beaconsfield  resolved  to  stoop  before 
these  insolent  patrons,  that  he  might  afterwards  have 
the  pleasure  of  making  them  fear  him. 

But  the  difficulty  with  regard  to  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not 
the  only  one  in  which  the  Protectionists  were  placed 
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bj  ibis  Jewish  qaestion.  Lord  George  Bentinck,  their 
other  leader,  was  likewise  in  favour  of  the  Emancipa^ 
tion  of  the  Jews.  Amid  all  the  errors  and  darkness  of 
his  Tory  maturity,  he  still  retained  a  relic  of  the  days 
when  he  was  the  private  secretary  of  Canning.  He 
was  still  an  advocate  of  religions  toleration.  Thus  the 
position  of  the  two  Protectionist  leaders  was  in  many 
respects  the  same  ;  it  will  be  a  most  instructive  thing — 
one  of  the  most  instructive  in  the  whole  career  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield — to  observe  the  manner  in  which  the  two 
men  acted,  in  the  same  difficulty. 

First,  then,  let  us  take  the  conduct  of  Bentinck.  ''As 
there  are  very  few  Englishmen,"  writes  Lord  Beacons- 
field,*  "  of  what  is  commonly  called  the  Jewish  &ith,  and 
as,  therefore,  it  was  supposed  that  political  considerations 
could  not  enter  into  the  question,  it  was  hoped  by  many 
of  the  followers  of  Lord  George  Bentinck  that  he  would 
not  separate  himself  from  his  party  on  this  subject,  and 
very  earnest  requests  and  representations  were  made  to 
him  with  that  view.  He  was  not  insensible  to  them ;  he 
gave  them  prolonged  and  painful  consideration ;  they 

greatly  disquieted  him He  was  entreated  not  to 

vote  at  all ;  to  stay  away,  which  the  severe  indisposition 
under  which  he  was  then  labouring  warranted.  •  •  • 
Enfeebled  by  illness,  he  had  nearly  brought  himself 
to  a  compliance  with  a  request  urged  with  affectionate 
importunity,  but  from  which  his  reason  and  sense  of 
duty  held  him  aloof.  After  long  and  deep  and  painful 
pondering,  when  the  hour  arrived,  he  rose  from  his 

•  "Life  of  Bentinck,"  511-12. 
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bed  of  sickness,  walked  into  the  honse  of  commonB, 
and  not  only  voted,  bat  spoke,  in  favour  of  his  con- 
victions." 

This  story,  although  told  by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  iB 
literally  true,  as  after-events  tragically  prove ;  asd  I 
must  say  that,  much  as  I  dislike  Bentinck's  opinionS| 
poor  as  is  the  respect  I  have  for  his  abilities,  though  I 
consider  him  to  have  been  a  man  of  narrow  and 
untrained  mind,  of  ungovemed  passions,  of  contemptible 
prejudices,  I  cannot,  in  the  face  of  such  evidence,  deny 
him  the  merit  of  being  in  some  respects  a  gentleman 
in  feeling  and  in  principle.  And  this  opinion  is  con- 
firmed as  I  read  iurther  on  in  the  pages  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  as  follows  : — 

"  This  vote  and  speech  of  Lord  George  Bentinck  no 
doubt  mortified  at  the  moment  a  considerable  ponion  of 
his  followers,  and  occasioned  great  dissatisfaction  among 
a  very  respectable  though  limited  section  of  them.  .  .  . 
Lord  George  did  not  take  any  pains  to  ascertain  whether 
the  representation  which  was  made  to  him  was  that  of 
the  general  feeling  of  a  large  party,  or  that  only  of  a 
sincere,  highly  estimable,  but  limited  section.  He  was 
enfeebled  and  exhausted  by  indisposition  ;  he  often  felt, 
even  when  in  health,  that  the  toil  of  his  life  was  beyond 
both  his  physical  and  moral  energies ;  and  though  he 
was  of  that  ardent  and  tenacious  nature  that  he  never 
would  have  complained  but  have  died  at  his  post^  the 
opportunity  of  release  coming  to  him  at  a  moment  when 
he  was  physically  prostrate  was  rather  eagerly  seized, 
and  the  world  suddenly  learned   at   Christmas^   with 
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great  astonishment,  that  the  renowned  leader  of  the 
Protectionist  party  had  relinquished  his  trust."* 
Just  one  touch  more  to  fill  in  the  picture  : — 
"  Parliament  reassembled/'  writes  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
"  on  the  3rd  of  February,  and  on  that  night  Lord 
George  Bentinck  brought  forward  his  motion  for  ^  a 
select  committee  to  inquire  into  the  present  condition 
and  prospects  of  the  interests  connected  with  and 
dependent  on  sugar  and  coffee  planting  in  her  majesty's 
East  and  West  Indian  possessions  and  the  Mauritius, 
and  to  consider  whether  any  and  what  measures  can  be 
adopted  by  parliament  for  their  relief.'  When  he 
entered  the  house  Lord  George  walked  up  to  the  head 
of  the  second  bench  below  the  gangway  on  the  opposite 
side,  and  thus  significantly  announced  that  he  was  no 
longer  the  responsible  leader  of  the  Protectionist  party."t 

"  Look  here  upon  this  picture  and  on  this — 
The  counterfeit  presentment  of  two  brothers." 

I  have  said  that  the  position  of  Lord  George  Bentinck 
and  that  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  the  same ;  and  so  it  was 
to  a  very  considerable  extent ;  but  there  were  some 
differences  in  the  circumstances  of  the  two,  and  these 
differences  are  most  material.  Lord  George  Bentinck, 
it  is  true,  was  bound  to  the  cause  of  the  Jews  by  a  vote 
he  had  already  given  on  the  question ;  and  it  would 
therefore  have  been  inconsistent  of  him  to  have  opposed 
their  claims  now.  But  the  vote  had  been  given  so  &r 
•back  as  1833,:(  and  parliamentary  history  is  rich  enough 

•  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  613-14.  {  Und,  608. 

t  Ihid.  523. 
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in  instances  of  mortal  sins  in  political  inconsistency,  bj 
the  side  of  which  Bentinck's  abandonment  of  the  Jews 
would  have  been  a  comparatively  yenial  offence.  If  he 
had  only  studied  the  career  of  the  friend  who  was  then 
the  sharer  of  his  coansels,  Bentinck  might  haye  well  been 
emboldened  to  take  a  step  of  far  more  shameless  tergi- 
versation. Besides,  as  we  have  seen,  the  demands  made 
npon  him  on  this  qaestion  by  his  friends  were  not  veiy 
large.  As  we  have  been  told  by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  it 
would  have  satisfied  them  if  he  had  abstained  from 
voting.  But  Bentinck  would  not  accept  this  easy 
refuge  :  on  the  contrary,  he  insisted  on  taking  his  own 
course  in  the  most  ostentatious  and,  to  his  followers, 
most  offensive  way. 

The  position  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  very  different.  It 
was  known  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  race  which 
was  still  excluded  from  the  ordinary  rights  of  citizens 
by  his  own  party.  His  position  was,  therefore,  much 
more  delicate  and  much  more  awkward  than  that 
of  Lord  Greorge  Bentinck.  Any  reason  which  might 
have  urged  Bentinck  to  surrender  the  leadership  of 
the  Protectionist  party  ought  to  have  weighed  with  a 
hundredfold  force  in  the  same  direction  on  Mr.  Disraeli. 
Let  us  see  what  Mr.  Disraeli  did. 

In  the  first  place,  let  us  mark  the  manner  in  which 
he  spoke  of  those  who  spoke  so  disrespectftdly  of  him 
and  his.  In  one  of  the  passages  which  I  have  just 
quoted,  the  section  of  poor  bigots  for  whom  a  Christian 
of  any  pretensions  to  breadth  of  mind  can  scarcely  find 
words  contemptuous  enough,  are  described  by  this  man 
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of  the  Jewish  race  as  "a  sincere,  highly  estimable 
section.  In  his  speech  to  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
address  of  Lord  Ashley  (now  Lord  Shaftesbury),  one 
of  the  bitterest  opponents  to  the  emancipation  of  the 
Jews,  is  spoken  of  as  ^'  the  noble  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord."  * 

More  than  this  :  in  a  speech  which  he  delivered  at  a 
later  period  of  the  session  he  actually  blamed  Lord 
John  Russell  for  having  brought  forward  the  question 
at  all.t 

And  now,  finally,  let  me  contrast  the  action  of  Lord 
George  Bentinck  and  Mr.  Disraeli  with  respect  to  the 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  xcv.  1323. 

f  Lest  I  should  appear  to  misrepresent  Lord  Beaconsfield  on  this 
most  important  point,  I  give  his  exact  words :  "  But  I  have  a  charge 
against  the  QoYemment,  as  far  as  the  conduct  of  public  business  is 
concerned,  for  their  not  having  carried  the  repeal  of  the  navigation 
laws.  If  the  subject  is  of  such  urgent  importance  as  to  be  the  first 
recommended  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  why  was  jour  project  intro- 
duced so  late  as  the  15th  May  ?  I  will  tell  you  how  it  was, — because 
the  noble  Lord,  when  Parliament  met,  chose  to  introduce  a  Bill,  to 
which  he  devoted  all  the  strength  and  energies  of  the  Oovcmment,  on 
a  subject  which  was  not  introduced  into  Her  Majesty's  Speech — ^the 
Jewish  Disabilities  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  knows  fuU  well  that  as  far 
as  my  opinion  of  that  measure  are  {jm)  concerned  I  am  making  no 
imputation  upon  the  noble  Lord  for  bringing  it  in.  I  gave  to  the 
noble  Lord,  at  no  ordinary  sacrifice,  my  support  upon  that  occa- 
sion ;  but  though  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  principle 
which  animated  his  legislation,  I  do  not  at  all  approve  of  his  conduct 
as  manager  of  the  House  of  Commons.  My  opinion  is,  generaUy 
speaking,  that  upon  all  subjects  of  that  kind — ^the  emancipation  of 
Catholics,  and  the  like — it  is  not  advisable  that  a  Minister  should 
bring  forward  a  project  of  change  unless  he  is  able  to  carry  his 
measure.  I  believe  the  evils  are  great  of  a  Minister  failing  in 
measures  of  that  kind :  the  failure  imparts  a  party  spirit  and  a  party 
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leadership.  I  have  already  described,  in  the  langnage  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  himself,  the  public  maimer  in  which 
Bentinck  signified  his  abdication  as  Chief  of  the 
Protectionists.  Let  us  consult  the  same  high  aathoriiy 
as  to  what  Lord  Beaconsfield  did  : — 

"  It  was  the  wish  of  the  writer  of  these  pages,"  he 
says,  in  his  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  *  "  who  had  rescdved 
to  stand  or  fall  by  him  "  (Lord  George  Bentinck),  '*  to 
have  followed  his  example,  and  to  have  abdicated  the 
prominent  seat  in  which  the  writer  had  been  unwillingly 
and  fortuitously  placed  ;  but  by  the  advice  or  rather 
at  the  earnest  request  of  Lord  George  Bentinck  ihifl 
course  was  relinquished  as  indicative  of  schism,  which 
he  wished  to  discourage  ;  and  the  circumstance  is  only 
mentioned  as  showing  that  Lord  George  Bentinck  was 

bitterness  to  subjects  in  which  party  business  at  all  events,  and  party 
spirit  as  little  as  possible,  should  mingle.  Besides,  it  is  an  impra- 
dent  and  impolitic  course  with  regard  to  those  whose  interests  job 
advocate,  because,  when  the  Minister  is  defeated,  the  cause  alwayi 
goes  back.  It  is  known  that  the  battle  has  been  fought  under  the 
most  favourable  auspices,  and  70U  always  find  a  reaction.  It  is  verf 
different  if  you  are  in  Opposition.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  been  in 
Opposition,  he  would  have  been  perfectly  justified,  from  his  position, 
from  the  opinions  upon  religious  disabilities  which  he  has  always  most 
ably  upheld,  in  bringing  the  subject  before  the  House  year  after  year, 
to  see  whether,  by  fresh  cogency  of  logic  and  increased  brilliancy  of 
rhetoric,  he  could  make  an  advance  in  the  House  and  in  the  country, 
and,  in  fact,  to  gauge  the  progress  of  the  question.  I  think,  in  the 
position  of  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  was  not  justified  in 
bringing  forward  a  measure  of  this  kind  unless  he  had  a  moral  cer- 
tainty of  passing  it.  But  it  is  quite  clear  that  his  bringing  in  the 
Jewish  Disabilities  Bill,  and  pressing  it  forward,  prevented  his 
carrying  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws,  and,  so  far  as  his  conduct 
of  the  business  of  the  Session  was  concerned,  was  a  great  mistake.*' — 
Hansard,  3  S.  ci.  689—691. 
♦  523-4. 
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not  less  considerate  at  this  moment  of  the  interests  of 
the  Protectionist  partj  than  when  he  led  them  with  so 
much  confidence  and  authority."  Of  course,  of  course  ; 
Mr.  Disraeli  having  once  got  to  a  good  place,  was  not 
going  to  be  easily  removed  :  such  over-delicate  consider- 
ations might  be  left  to  have  their  influence  with  beings 
of  less  superior  mould.* 

This  will  perhaps  be  the  proper  place  to  examine  the 
grounds  upon  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  advocated  the 
admission  of  his  own  people  to  the  franchise.  It  is  a 
question  which  he  discusses  in  more  than  one  place. 
He  deals  with  it  not  only  in  his  speeches  in  Parliament, 
but  also  in  his  novel  of  "  Tancred/'  published  about  this 
time.  Indeed,  that  work  has  almost  for  its  leading 
subject  the  relations  of  Judaism  and  Christianity  ;  and 
let  me  say  that  I  must  dismiss  the  book  with  this 
casual  observation.  But  the  Jewish  question  is  dealt 
with  more  closely  and  intelligibly  in  a  chapter  in  the 
"  Life  of  Bentinck,"  than  in  any  other  place,  and  it  is 
with  the  representation  of  the  question  there  put  forward 
that  it  will  be  most  convenient  for  me  to  deal. 

The  whole  tendency  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  argument 
is  that  Judaism  and  Christianity  are  practically  the  same 

*  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  notice  the  insinuation  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  was  "only  induced  to  maintain  the  leadership  by  the 
persuasions  of  Lord  George  Bentinck."  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  not  the 
man  to  be  persuaded  into  any  course  he  does  not  think  to  his  interest, 
and  he  does  not  require  much  inducement  to  retain  a  position  which 
gratifies  his  vanity  and  advances  his  ambition.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
might  haye  been  satisfied  with  using  Lord  George  Bentinok  as  his 
catspaw  when  liying,  without  likewise  making  him  when  dead  the 
sponsor  for  some  of  his  most  questionable  acts. 
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thing.  He  speaks*  of  the  morality  of  the  two  religions 
being  identical.  Manini  is  ^'  a  Jew  who  professes  the 
whole  of  the  Jewish  religion.'*  "A  conyerted  Jew/* 
goes  on  Lord  Beaconsfield,  ^^as  the  Lombards  styled 
him,  quite  forgetting  in  the  confosion  of  their  ideas  that 
it  is  the  Lombards  who  are  the  converts — not  Manini'*  f 
In  the  next  page  he  deplores  that  ^'  several  millions  of 
the  Jewish  race  should  persist  in  believing  in  onlj  a 
part  of  their  religion,"  X  and  so  on. 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
attempt  to  dispose  at  any  length  of  these  representations. 
It  is  quite  plain,  in  spite  of  all  Mr.  Disraeli's  sophistryi 
that  the  Jew  and  the  Christian  are  separated  from  each 
other  by  a  doctrine  of  overwhelming  importance.  Christ 
to  the  Jew — I  mean,  of  course,  the  orthodox  Jew — 
is  an  impostor,  but  to  the  Christian  a  belief  in  the 
divinity  of  Christ  is  the  very  basis  of  all  his  doctrines, 
a  necessary  part  of  his  morality  in  this  life,  and,  in 
the  ^yes  of  many  believers  in  Christ  at  least,  an  indis- 
pensable requisite  for  his  happiness  in  the  next.  What 
more  fundamental  di£Perence  can  there  be  between 
religions  than  the  difference  as  to  who  is  their  God? 
But  Mr.  Disraeli  is  so  oblivious,  or  pretends  to  be  so 
oblivious,  of  this  distinction,  that  he  actually  claims 
credit  for  the  Jews  for  committing  that  act  whidi, 
in  the  eye  of  the  orthodox  Christian,  must  always  be 
regarded  as  an  inexpiable  crime. 

"  K  the  Jews,"  he  writes,  "  had  not  prevailed  upon 
the   Romans  to   crucify  our  Lord,  what  would   have 

•  "  Life  of  Bentinck,"  487-8.        f  1^^*  ^98-        t  -'Wrf.  199, 
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become  of  the  atonement  ?  .  .  .  .  The  immolators  were 
preordained^  like  the  victim^  and  the  holy  race  supplied 
botL  Could  that  be  a  crime  ^which  secured  for  all 
mankind  eternal  joy  ?  "  * 

Passing  on  from  the  question  of  doctrine,  Mr.  Disraeli 
flies  into  the  region  of  the  incomprehensible.  In 
"Tancred,"  he  speaks  of  a  great  Asian  mystery,  and 
to  this  day  the  world  is  asking  in  vain  what  this  great 
Asian  mystery  is.  In  the  life  of  Bentinck,  the  great 
Asian  mystery  is  transformed  into  the  Semitic  principle. 
"  The  Jews  represent  the  Semitic  principle ;  all  that  is 
spiritual  in  our  nature."t 

"Destruction  of  the  Semitic  principle,"  he  says,  in 
another  place,  "extirpation  of  the  Jewish  religion, 
whether  in  the  Mosaic  or  in  the  Christian  form,"  %  are 
said  to  be  the  cause  of  the  recent  disturbances. 
"  The  great  transatlantic  republic,"  he  further  informs 
us,  "is  intensely  Semitic,  and  has  prospered  accord- 
ingly." "  This  sacred  principle  alone  has  consolidated 
the  mighty  Empire  of  all  the  Russias."  In  Home, 
according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield,  an  "old  man,  on  a 
Semitic  throne^  baffles  the  modem  Attilas/'  and  Austria 
"would  long  ago  have  dissolved  but  for  the  Semitic 
principle."  § 

I  must  dismiss  this  part  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  exposition 
with  the  candid  confession  that  I  really  do  not  know 
what  it  all  means.  I  cannot  even  see  what  was  his 
object  in  writing  it,  except  the  general  one  of  so  mysti- 

♦  Ib%d,  488.  X  Ibid,  497. 

t  Ihid,  496.  §  Ibid.  509. 
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fying  people  as  to  make  them  blind  to  the  real  question 
at  issue.* 

This  treatment  of  Jewish  qnestions  bj  Lord  Beacons- 
field  partly  derives  its  interest  from  the  light  which  it 
throws  upon  a  great  deal  of  his  style  of  dealing 
with  the  opinions  of  men.  One  of  the  stratagems 
which  may  be  traced  in  all  his  writings  and  speeches 
from  the  very  commencemeAt  of  his  career — and  to  this 
I  have  already  drawn  attention — is  to  so  mix  up  opposing 
principles  as  to  make  them  appear  identical  In  his 
youth  he  tried  to  prove  that  Radicalism  and  Toryism 
were  the  same  thing.  In  1842  free  trade  and  proteo- 
tion  were  demonstrated  to  be  synonymous  terms. 
Opposition  to  the  lowering  of  the  franchise  and  house- 
hold suffrage  were,  in  due  time^  also  shown  to  be 
perfectly  consistent ;  and  here,  in  religion,  we  have  se^i 
how  the  belief  that  Christ  was  an  impostor,  and  the 
belief  that  He  is  God,  form  exactly  the  same  faith. 

I  now  resume  the  narrative  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  action 
during  the  remainder  of  the  session  of  1847-8.  In  all  the 
debates  he  took  a  prominent  part ;  and  it  is  clear  from 
the  newspaper  reports  of  the  period,  and  from  the  com- 
ments of  the  other  speakers,  that  he  had  now  an  assured 
position  in  the  House.  Yet  these  speeches,  which  pro- 
duced roars  of  laughter,  and  were  listened  to  with  great 
interest,  are  dreary  reading  nowadays.     Their  chief 

*  In  this  chapter  on  the  Jews,  Lord  Beaconsfield  makes  an  amusing 
mistake.  He  speaks  of  the  crucifixion  of  our  Lord  as  having  takeo 
place  "  in  the  reign  of  Augustus  Caesar "  (483  ;  edition  1852). 
Most  people  know  that  the  crucifixion  took  place  in  the  reign  of 
Tiberius. 
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effect  is  to  lower  one's  opinion  of  a  popular  assembly. 
Very  small  jokes  produce  mighty  merriment ;  appeals, 
exaggerated  to  the  verge  of  burlesque,  and  patently 
insincere,  excite  wild  and  sincere  enthusiasm ;  argu- 
ments of  the  most  transparent  fallacy,  are  listened  to 
with  approval.  The  subjects  of  discussion  during  this 
session  were  principally  of  a  commercial  character. 
Measures  were  proposed  on  the  Sugar  Duties,  on  the 
Navigation  Laws,  and  kindred  subjects.  There  is  not 
a  single  one  of  those  beneficent  changes  in  our  restric- 
tive system  which  Mr.  Disraeli  did  not  denounce  as 
fraught  with  every  evil.  Events  have,  as  everybody 
knows,  triumphantly  refuted  these  gloomy  forebodings 
of  himself  and  those  he  led;  but  perhaps  no  one 
laughed  more  heartily,  scoffed  more  ostentatiously  at 
these  falsified  predictions  of  Mi\  Disraeli,  than  Mr. 
Disraeli  himself. 

Heading  the  speeches  at  this  distance  of  time,  you 
can  see  that  the  serious  part  of  his  subject  was  the 
part  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli  felt  most  uncomfortable, 
and  from  which  he  made  his  escape  as  soon  as  possible. 
For  a  while,  he  makes  a  show  of  dealing  with  matters 
of  fact,  quotes  a  number  of  undigested  statistics,  and 
makes  a  parade  of  minute  commercial  knowledge ;  but 
then,  he  is  off  to  a  personal  attack  on  Mr.  Cobden  or 
Mr.  Bright,  to  a  paltry  pun  on  somebody's  name,  to  a 
thrust  at  Dr.  Bowring,  or  some  other  of  the  House  s 
butts,  or  to  some  such  easy  escape  from  his  own  igno- 
rance, and  consequent  dulness. 

The  whole  effect  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  appearances  in  the 

25 
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character  of  a  financier  is  really  intensely  amusing  to 
anybody  who  has  studied  his  career.  The  author  of 
"  Contarini  Fleming  "  speaking  gravely  of  the  difference 
beween  white  and  brown  sugar,  of  the  tonnage  of  British 
vessels  at  Rio  and  the  freightage  at  Antigua,  of  dock 
duties,  raw  material,  currency,  appears  to  me  an  irre- 
sistibly comic  picture ;  and  Lord  Beaconsfield's  feelings 
must  assuredly  have  been  a  mixture  of  amusement  and 
disgust.  It  was  the  Venetian  having  to  speak,  in  the 
jargon  which  he  loathed,  of  the  things  which  he  de- 
spised, to  the  northern  barbarians,  among  whom  a 
malign  fate  cast  his  lot.  A  Yankee  exploiting  North 
American  Indians  by  imitating  their  vile  tongue, 
ministering  to  their  coarse  passions,  and  affecting  their 
brutal  sympathies,  would  have  probably  no  deeper  con- 
tempt for  his  subjects  than  our  Oriental  ruler  for  the 
people  he  i-ules. 

Let  me  now  notice  with  some  slight  detail  a  few  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  most  remarkable  appearances  during 
this  session. 

On  February  18,  making  a  long  speech  on  the 
Budget,  he  branched  off  into  a  violent  attack  on  Mr. 
Cobden ;  *  but  the  only  reply  the  leader  of  the  Free 
Trade  movement  made  was  that  he  had  not  found 
"  much "  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  "  necessary  to  refer 
to."t  Similarly,  Mr.  Bright's  answer  to  a  similar 
attack  on  February  28,  was  a  declaration  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  "boldly  and  firmly  reiterates  sophisms  with 
regard  to  taxation  which  any  weaver  in  Lancashire 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  xlvi.  953—960.  f  ^^^^  961. 
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or  Yorkshire  would  be  ashamed  to  utter."*  Again 
returning  to  the  charge  against  the  Manchester  school, 
Mr.  Disraeli  declared  himself  a  "  free  trader,  but  not 
a  freebooter."  t  He  described  Mr.  Cobden  and  Mr. 
Bright  as  the  "  representatives  of  two  great  principles 
— Peace  and  Plenty.  Yes !  Peace  and  Plenty  amid  a 
starving  people,  and  with  the  world  in  arms."  \ 

Mr.  Disraeli  also  took  part  in  some  important 
debates  on  our  foreign  relations.  In  an  elaborate 
attack  he  made  upon  the  interference  of  Prussia  in 
Schleswig-Holstein,  he  found  himself  in  complete 
agreement  with  Lord  Palmerston.§  In  the  course  of 
his  speech,  he  has  no  words  of  scorn  sufficiently 
vigorous  for  the  principle  of  nationality.  The  Che- 
valier Bunsen  is  blamed  for  talking  "that  dreamy 
and  dangerous  nonsense  called  German  nationality."  || 
"  If,"  exclaims  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  wheresoever  the  German 
language  is  spoken,  the  German  flag  should  wave, 
why  do  not  the  Germans  invade  Alsace  ?"1[  In 
speaking  on  the  expulsion  of  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  from 
Madrid,  he  condemns  in  the  strongest  manner  Palmor- 
ston's  efforts  to  encourage  Liberal  institutions  in 
other  countries.  "You,"  he  said,  "look  upon  the 
English  Constitution  as  a  model  farm.  You  forced 
this  Constitution  in  every  country."  **  And  he  also, 
in  the  course  of  this  address,  expresses  horror  at  Lord 
Palmerston's  not  having  been  more  communicative  on 

♦  Ihid.  1440.  §  Ih\d.  xcviii.  609—526. 

t  Ihid.  xcvii.  417.  ||  IhU.  521. 

\  Ibid.  436.  11  IHd.  516. 

♦♦  Ihid.  xcix.  398. 
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foreign  affairs  to  the  House  of  Commons, — "  the  chosen 
temple  of  national  right  and  national  honour."  • 

But  his  greatest  effort  was  a  review  of  the  session, 
which  he  delivered  on  August  30.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
has  found  it  necessary  to  explain  the  circumstances 
under  which  he  came  to  deliver  this  speech  ;  and  some 
explanation  was  certainly  necessary.  By  thus  under- 
taking the  task  of  giving  a  general  criticism  of  the 
action  of  the  Government,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  per- 
forming the  duty  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
But  would  it  not  be  strange  that  he  should  perform 
this  task,  while  the  man  he  professed  to  follow  occu- 
pied the  seat  of  a  private  member  ?  Does  it  not  look 
as  if  Mr.  Disraeli  were  trying  to  "  cut  out "  Lord 
George  Bentinck  ?  Conscious,  perhaps,  of  these 
natural  and  ugly  suspicions,  Lord  Beaconsfield,  in  his 
"  Life  of  Bentinck,"  gives  an  explanation  of  his  action. 
According  to  this  explanation,  Mr.  Disraeli  undertook 
this  duty  in  spite  of  bis  own  wishes,  and  only  in 
compliance  with  Bentinck's  most  urgent  request 
He  "  shrank,"  he  tells  us,t "  from  a  laborious  effort "  "  at 
the  end  of  August;"  though  from  all  that  has  been 
seen  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  up  to  this  period  of  his 
career,  "  laborious  effort "  appeared  to  him  no  burden 
when  he  had  a  chance  of  advancing  his  interest& 
Besides, — I  am  still  following  his  explanation, — he  did 
not  think  "his  position  in  the  House  of  Commons 
warranted  on  his  part  such  an  interference."  %  H© 
"therefore   unaffectedly  stated   that   he    thought  the 

♦  Hid.  386.        t  **  Life  of  Bentinck,"  574.  *   Ibid,  674. 
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office  somewhat  above  his  measure."^  This  part  of  the 
explanation  is  quite  as  puzzling  as  the  first,  or  even 
more  so.  It  is  astonishing  to  find  Lord  Beacoasfield 
assuming  an  air  of  elegant  languor,  when  he  had  a 
great  purpose  to  serve ;  but  it  is  still  more  astonishing 
to  behold  him  in  the  new  guise  of  the  modest  questioner 
of  his  own  merits.  I  take  the  liberty  of  doubting  the 
accuracy  of  this  whole  explanation.  Mr.  Disraeli,  we 
may  be  sure,  was  only  too  delighted  to  spend  any 
amount  of  "laborious  effort,"  even  at  the  "end  of 
August,"  for  the  profit  of  standing  forth  as  the  pro- 
tagonist of  the  Ministry;  and  instead  of  modestly 
fearing  the  office  "  somewhat  above  his  measure,"  he 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  of  all  beings  in  the 
world,  he  was  "  the  right  man  in  the  right  place." 

However,  be  the  circumstances  what  they  might 
under  which  it  was  delivered,  the  address  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  immensely  successful.  The  Ministry,  by 
their  many  changes  of  purpose,  and  by  some  mistakes, 
had  laid  themselves  open  to  an  effective  attack  by 
a  skilful  opponent,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  unquestionably 
made  the  most  of  his  opportunity.  The  thrusts  at 
the  Ministry  were  admirably  given ;  the  illustrations 
were  extremely  happy, — some  happier,  I  think,  than 
anything  even  in  the  philippics  against  Peel ;  and  there 
was  throughout  the  whole  address  a  riotous  humour 
that  must  have  been  almost  intoxicating.! 

f  I  can  only  give  one  short  extract  from  the  speech.  ^^  I  scarcely 
know  to  what  to  compare  their  (the  Ministerial)  condact,  except 
something  that  occurs  in  a  delightful  city  in  the  south,  with  which 
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During  the  recess,  an  event  unexpectedly  occurred 
which  influenced  the  whole  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  subsequent 
career.  On  September  21st,  Lord  George  Bentinck 
fell  dead  in  his  brother's  park  at  Welbeck,  Thus  the 
Protectionist  party  were  left  without  a  leader,  and 
the  appointment  of  his  successor  was  evidently  by  no 
means  an  easy  task.  The  negotiations  which  took 
place  upon  the  subject  are  hidden  in  considerable 
mystery,  and  though  I  have  perused  most  of  the  news- 
papers of  the  period,  I  find  nothing  like  a  full  story  of 
what  took  place.  Mr.  Disraeli  was,  by  his  talents  and 
his  Parliamentary  success,  clearly  pointed  out  for  the 
vacant  post.  He  was,  indeed,  the  only  man  of  ability 
in  his  party, — for,  with  characteristic  judiciousness,  he 
had  chosen  a  party  in  which  stupidity  was  predominant. 
But  these  large-acred  legislators,  of  long  descent,  were 

bon.  Gentlemen  are  familiar — and  which  is  now,  I  believe,  blockaded 
and  bullied  by  the  English  fleet.  There  an  annual  ceremony  takes 
place,  when  the  whole  population  are  found  in  a  state  of  the  greatest 
alarm  and  sorrow.  A  procesnion  moves  through  the  streets,  in  which 
the  blood  of  a  Saint  is  carried  in  a  consecrated  vase.  The  people 
throng  round  the  vase,  and  there  is  great  pressure, — as  there  was  in 
London  at  the  time  to  which  I  am  alluding.  This  pressure  in  time 
becomes  a  panic — just  as  it  did  in  London.  It  is  curious  that  in  both 
ca^es  the  cause  is  the  same :  it  is  the  cause  of  congealed  clrculatioD. 
Just  at  the  moment  when  unutterable  gloom  overspreads  the  popu- 
lation— when  nothing  but  despair  and  consternation  prevail — the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — I  beg  pardon — ^the  Archbishop  of 
Tarento  announces  the  liquefaction  of  St.  Januarius's  blood — as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  announced  the  issue  of  a  Qovemment 
letter : — in  both  instances,  a  wholesome  state  of  currency  returned  : 
the  people  resume  their  gaiety  and  cheerfulness,  the  panic  and  the 
preiwure  disappear,  everybody  returns  to  music  and  maccaroni — as 
in  London  everybody  returned  to  business, — and  in  both  cases  the 
remedy  is  equally  efficient,  and  equally  a  hoax." — Hatumrd,  3  8.  ci. 
677. 
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naturally  very  averse  to  raising  over  their  heads  a 
man  of  but  moderate  fortune,  and  of  Hebrew  origin. 
His  chief  rivals  for  the  post  were  the  Marquis  of 
Granby  and  Mr.  Herries ;  but  neither  of  these  could 
lay  claim  to  it  on  the  ground  of  inteUectual  gifts. 
Mr.  Herries  had  been  an  official,  but  he  was  a  dull, 
plodding,  commonplace  man;  and  the  Marquis  of 
Granby  was  also  deemed  unequal  to  the  position.  So 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  question  of  the  leadership 
was  not  finally  settled  even  when  Parliament  met  in 
1849 ;  but  there  was  a  sort  of  arrangement  by  which  it 
was  exercised  in  turn  by  each  of  the  three  competitors. 
However,  Mr.  Disraeli  had  so  far  gained  his  point  as 
to  be  chosen  to  propose  the  amendment  to  the  Address 
from  the  Throne  on  the  meeting  of  Parliament.* 

*  The  Morning  Chronicle^  in  its  issue  of  December  16, 1848,  speaks  of 
the  election  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  the  leadership  as  already  &/ait  accompli. 
Having  referred  to  the  pretence  of  the  first  Napoleon  to  haying  been 
elected  to  the  Imperial  Throne  by  the  popular  will,  the  Chronicle 
proceeds :  •*  We  cannot  help  regarding  the  election  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to 
the  leadership  of  the  Protectionists  in  the  House  of  Commons  as  an 
analogical  example  of  what  conscious  merit  and  inborn  superiority, 
backed  by  strong  volition  and  utter  insensibility  to  the  ordinary 
weaknesses  of  a  sensitive  or  shrinking  nature,  may  effect.  We  are 
not,  indeed,  aware  that  the  dignity  in  question  is  typified  by  any 
material  sign  or  emblem,  like  the  belt  with  which  the  championship  of 
England  is  conferred,  or  the  whistle  which  belongs  of  right  to  the 
greatest  drinkers  of  the  north.  On  the  contrary,  we  strongly  suspect 
that  Mr.  Disraeli's  only  external  sign  of  authority,  or  mark  of  pre- 
eminence, iff  a  trumpet  of  his  own ;  and  we  are  quite  sure  it  has  never 
been  blessed  by  the  Protestant  Pope,  Mr.  Spooner,  at  any  ceremony 
attended  by  the  Protectionist  magnates — Major  Beresford,  S3r  John 
Tyrell,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr.  Stafford,  and  Mr.  Bankes. 
But  Napoleon  wore  his  usurped  crown  so  well,  and  showed  himself  so 
admirably  qualified  for  the  situation  and  the  emergency,  that  the 
French  soon  became,  as  they  long  remained,  persuaded  that  he 


392  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

• 

He  had  good  materials  for  attacking  the  Ministry, 
for  Lord  Palmerston,  true  to  his  policy  of  encouraging 
in  every  way  Liberal  institutions  throughout  Europe, 
had  intervened  in  the  many  conflicts  which  marked 
the  year  1848.  He  had  interfered  on  behalf  of  Hun- 
gary against  Austria;  of  Sardinia  against  the  same 
power;  and  of  Sicily  against  the  King  of  Naples. 
As  on  a  previous  occasion,  Mr.  Disraeli  utterly  con- 
demned all  these  eflbrts  on  behalf  of  struggling  nation- 
alities. He  gloried  over  the  success  of  Austria  in 
crushing  the  attempt  of  Hungary  to  regain  her  rights. 
Charles  Albert's  eflbrt  to  rescue  Lombardy  from  the 
dominion  of  the  foreigner  was  to  him  mere  brigandage, 
and  the  King  of  Naples  was  a  pattern  of  rulers.* 
"There  wanted,"  he  said,  summing  up  the  policy  of 
Lord  Palmerston,  "  but  one  ingredient  in  the  mesa  to 
make  the  incantation  perfectly  infernal.     A  republic 

indispensable  to  them ;  and  on  precisely  the  same  principle  will  Mr. 
Disraeli  very  soon  become,  if  indeed  he  is  not  already,  confessedly 
indispensable  to  the  Protectionists.  .  .  .  They  cannot  do  without  Mm, 
and,  so  soon  as  Parliament  meets,  he  will  take  his  place  natnrally, 
and  by  the  mere  force  of  circumstances,  at  their  head."  HowcTer, 
the  Times,  speaking  on  January  30, 1849,  two  days  before  the  meeting 
of  Parliament,  speaks  of  Lord  Granby  as  being  the  leader.  "  The  first 
symptoms,"  it  says,  "of  the  Parliimenlary  campaign  are  to  be  noted 

in  the  kitchens  of  the  leaders  of  party There  is  the  official 

dinner,  of  Lord  John  Russell ;  there  is  the  agricultural  Opposition 
dinner,  such  as  that  of  Lord  Stanley  and  the  Marquis  of  Granby." 
Mr.  Disraeli's  name  is  not  even  mentioned  in  the  entire  article. 
The  MoTfting  ChronicU,  too,  in  its  issue  of  February  3,  1849,  two 
days  after  Parliament  had  mot,  falsifies  its  ou-n  prediction,  for  it  has 
to  "congratulate  the  Protectionists  on  their  new  scheme  of  a  trium- 
virate leadership  in  the  Lower  House — Mr.  Herries,  Lord  Granby, 
and  Mr.  Disraeli." 
♦  See  Hansard,  3  S.  cii.  89—117. 
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without  republicans,  an  empire  without  an  emperor, 
required  only  mediations  without  an  object  to  mediate 
about:  and  the  saturnalia  of  diplomacy  would  mix 
with  the  orgies  of  politics !  "* 

He  was  happy  in  criticising  the  announcement  of 
the  Government  that  they  were  about  to  effect  economy 
in  the  services;!  professed  to  say  that  "any  well- 
considered  measure  for  retrenchment"  would  meet 
with  no  opposition  from  his  followers;  J  and  concluded 
with  an  astonishing  piece  of  exciting  and  meaningless 
rhetoric.  § 

In  this  session  the  Government  again  introduced 
their  scheme  for  the  abolition  of  the  Navigation  Laws. 
Mr.  Henies  on  this  occasion  performed  the  function  of 

*  Ihid,  103. 

t  *'  What,"  he  asked,  "  is  this  fresh  discovery  in  the  aspect  of 
affairs  which  enables  us  to  make  large  reductions  ?  Is  it  what  I  read 
of  in  the  Speech  itself — the  spirit  of  disaffection  in  Ireland  ?  .  .  .  . 
Is  it  what  I  also  read  of  in  the  Speech — the  rebellion  of  a  formidable 
character  in  the  Punjaub  7  A  possible  insurrection  in  Ireland,  or  an 
actual  rebellion  in  India?" — Ibid.  108. 

\  **  l^^rstly,"  he  says,  "  because  I  believe  there  is  no  instance  of  a 
well-considered  measure  of  retrenchment  which  has  not  been  carried 
into  effect  by  the  Tory  party  ;  and,  secondly,  because,  faithful  to  the 
great  traditions  of  their  political  connexion,  the  Tory  party  will  never 
forget  that  it  is  they  who  were  the  original  opponents  of  any  extra- 
vagantly conceived  military  establishments  of  this  country." — Ih\d, 
109. 

§  "  But,"  proceeds  our  patriotic  orator,  "  no  gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  approach  in  a  light  spirit,  or  touch  with  a  careless 
hand,  the  military  system  of  this  country  as  at  present  established. 
They  will  respect  that  English  fleet  which  is  a  name  more  influential 
with  foreign  Cabinets  than  all  the  resources  of  our  foreign  diplomacy  ; 
they  will  not  tamper  with  the  English  regiment,  which  has  become 
a  name  as  famous  as  the  Roman  Legion." — Ihid.  109.  Loud  cheers. 
according  to  the  "  Annual  Register,"  followed  this  splendid  period  of 
hollow  rhetoric. — xci.  13. 
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leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  proposed  the  rejection 
of  the  measure.  It  would  be  instructive,  if  I  had  the 
space,  to  quote  some  of  the  many  wildly  false  pre- 
dictions as  to  the  result  of  this  measure  which  were 
uttered  by  the  Protectionist  speakers.  Mr.  Disraeli 
fully  echoed  all  these  gloomy  prophecies.  That  is 
really  the  irritating  part  of  this  man's  success, — that 
on  every  great  question  upon  which  the  country  has 
had  to  decide,  he  has  been  egregiously  in  the  wrong ; 
and  that  if  his  views  had  been  carried  out,  the  nation 
would  have  incalculably  suffered.  Had  he  succeeded  in 
staying  the  adoption  of  Free  Trade,  who  can  estimate 
the  immeasurable  misery  that  the  deamess  of  bread 
which  Protection  begot  would  have  inflicted  upon  the 
English  people  ?  If  he  had  succeeded  in  his  opposition 
to  the  repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws,  our  commerce 
would  not  have  attained  its  present  splendid  pro- 
portions. What  is  the  fatal  circumstance  in  politics 
that  blinds  men,  sensible  in  other  circumstances? 
A  lawyer  who  loses  our  case  by  his  blunders  is 
peremptorily  dismissed.  We  have  no  more  to  do  with 
the  doctor  who  has  misunderstood  our  ailment.  We 
refuse  to  pay  the  architect  who  has  built  us  an  ill- 
constructed  house.  But  the  politician  who  deals^  not 
with  individual  lives,  but  with  the  lives  of  millions,  can 
blunder  on  to  the  end  of  the  chapter  without  punish- 
ment— nay,  oftentimes  with  reward.  If  the  counsels  of 
the  man  who  is  at  present  our  supreme  ruler  had  been 
carried  out,  the  nation  would  have  been  wellnigh  ruined; 
and  yet  he  is  an  Earl,  a  Knight  of  the  Garter,  one  of  the 
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most  powerful  Premiers  of  the  century.  These  showy 
titles  deceive  the  multitude  to  the  real  essence  of  the 
oase :  but,  ah  me !  how  would  a  poor  shoemaker  have 
fared  who  had  bungled  in  boot-making  as  Lord  Beacons- 
field  has  bungled  in  politics  ? 

The  most  interesting  feature,  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
action  during  this  session  of  1849,  is  his  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  supreme  question  of  Free  Trade 
and  Protection.  I  have  already  pointed  out  how, 
during  his  Bucks  election,  he  took  the  first  step  for 
abandoning  a  policy  he  knew  to  be  impracticable. 
In  this  session,  and  as  time  went  on,  he  ventured 
on  successively  bolder  steps  in  this  direction.  One  of 
his  first  and  favourite  expedients  was  to  persuade  the 
farmer  that  a  change  in  the  incidence  of  taxation  would 
have  practically  the  same  effect  as  a  restoration  of  Pro- 
tection ;  hoping  thus  to  get  rid  of  the  cry,  which,  having 
advanced  him  to  power,  had  now  become  foolishness 
and  a  stumbling-block. 

On  March  8,  he  brought  forward  a  proposition  on 
local  taxation,  the  general  effect  of  which  was  that 
the  land  paid  an  undue  amount  of  such  taxation, 
and  ought  accordingly  to  be  relieved.  At  the 
very  outset  of  his  speech,  he  boldly  declared  that 
he  had  no  intention  of  raising  the  general  question 
of  Free  Trade  or  Protection.  His  argument,  and  it 
was  a  skilful  one,  was  that  Free  Trade,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  had  taken  away  from  the  land,  to  a 
certain  degree,  its  profits,  by  exposing  its  chief  pro- 
duct to  foreign  competition ;  and  that  as  a  necessary 


396  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

consequence  the  legislature  was  bound  to  give  compen- 
sation in  the  shape  of  reduced  taxation.  This  propo- 
sition he  argued  for  the  most  part  with  a  speciousness 
that  delighted  his  wondering  admirers,  and  a  tempe- 
rafceness  that  was  eulogized  from  all  parts  of  the  House. 
When,  however,  he  reached  his  peroration,  and  had  to 
adopt  his  usual  methods  for  awaking  the  enthusiasm 
of  his  followers,  he  complimented  the  landed  interest 
with  the  usual  insincere  extravagance,  and  denounced 
the  manufacturers  with  amusingly  gross  misrepre- 
sentation.* 

Tlie  motion  which  Mr.  Disraeli  made  on  July  2 
was  still  more  important.  It  was  a  proposal  for  a 
committee  to  consider  the  state  of  the  nation.  He 
proposed  this  motion  because,  he  says,  "  in  my  opinion, 
great  and  general  distress  prevails  in  this  country ; 

♦  Declaring  that  the  landed  interest  had  been  deeply  offended  by 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  spoken  of,  he  went  on  :  **  They 
have  not  forgotten  that  they  have  been  spoken  of  in  terms  of  con- 
tempt by  Ministers  of  State — ay,  even  by  a  son  of  one  of  their 
greatest  houses,  a  house  that  always  loved  the  land,  and  that  the  land 
still  l©ve8.  They  have  not  forgotten  that  they  have  been  held  up  to 
public  odium  and  reprobation  by  triumphant  demagogues.  They 
have  not  forgotten  that  their  noble  industry,  which  in  the  old  days 
was  considered  the  invention  of  gods  and  the  occupation  of  heroes, 
has  been  stigmatised  and  denounced  as  an  incubus  upon  English 
enterprise." — Hansard,  3  S.  ciii.  451.  Such  is  his  picture  of  the  agri- 
culturist. Now  let  us  turn  to  the  dark  features  of  the  manufacturer. 
Having  first  said  that  the  motto  of  the  agriculturists  was  "  Live  and 
let  live,"  he  proceeds  :  *'  You  have  adopted  a  different  motto, — you,  the 
leading  spirits  on  the  benches  which  I  see  before  me,  have  openly 
declai-ed  your  opinion  that  if  there  were  not  an  acre  of  land  cultivated 
in  England  it  would  not  be  the  worse  for  this  country." — Ibid.  462. 
It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  pause  to  say  that  no  manufacturer 
ever  ma<le  an  assertion  so  idiotic.  But  let  our  orator  proceed: 
"You  have,  all  of   you,   in   open  chorus,   announced  your  object 
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and  because  I  believe  that  that  great  and  general 
distress  has  been  progressive  since  the  formation  of  the 
present  Government."*  In  other  words,  Mr.  Disraeli 
proposed  a  want  of  confidence  motion.  This  esta- 
blished for  the  first  time  his  position  as  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition.  He  is  recognized  as  such  by  several 
speakers  during  the  debate;!  and  it  is  also  declared 
on  all  sides  that  the  consequence  of  the  carriage  of  the 
motion  would  be  the  expulsion  of  Lord  John  Russell 
from  power,  and  the  substitution  of  Mr.  Disraeli  and 
his  friends  as  successors.  J 

to  be  the  monopoly  of  the  commerce  of  the  universe,  and  to 
make  this  country  the  workshop  of  the  world.  .  .  .  But  believe 
me,"  he  goes  on,  "I  speak  not  as  your  enemy  when  I  say  that 
it  will  be  an  exception  to  the  principles  which  seem  hitherto  to 
have  ruled  society,  if  you  can  succeed  in  maintaining  the  success  at 
which  you  aim  without  the  possession  of  that  permanence  and  sta- 
bility which  the  territorial  principle  alone  can  afford.  Although  you 
may  for  a  moment  flourish  after  their  destruction — although  your 
ports  may  be  filled  with  shipping,  your  factories  smoke  on  every 
plain,  and  your  forges  flame  in  every  city — I  see  no  reason  why  you 
should  form  an  exception  to  that  which  the  page  of  history  has  mourn- 
fully recorded  ;  that  you,  too,  should  not  fade  like  the  Tyrian  dye,  and 
moulder  like  the  Venetian  palaces.  But,  united  with  the  land,  you 
will  obtain  the  best  and  surest  foundation  upon  which  to  build  your 
enduring  welfare  ;  you  will  find  in  that  interest  a  counsellor  in  all 
your  troubles — in  danger  your  undaunted  champion,  and  in  adversity 
your  steady  customer." — Ihid.  452-3.  Would  such  rubbish  be  tolerated 
in  any  deliberative  assembly  except  the  House  of  Commons? 
*  Hansard,  3  S.  cvi.  1141.  • 

f  Mr.  Roebuck  congratulates  Mr.  Disraeli  "upon  this  his  first 
appearance  as  the  acknowledged  chief  of  the  party." — Hansard,  3  S. 
cvi.  1223.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  speaks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  "  the  avowed  leader  of  a  powerful  party.** — Ihid.  1173. 
And  Lord  John  Russell  refers  to  the  Protectionists  as  "the  supporters" 
of  Mr.  Disraeli.— /ftj^f.  1472. 

X  Mr.  Disraeli  speaks  of  his  motion  as  "an  earnest  and  serious 
motion."    "Its  object,"  he  adds,  "is  to  turn  out  the  Government. 
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The  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  very  lengthy,  but 
not  particularly  able.  He  indicted  the  whole  policy  of 
the  Government,  foreign  and  domestic;  but  the  main 
burden  of  his  addreas  was  the  fatal  effects  of  Free 
Trade.  At  the  same  time  this  address  is  deserving  oS. 
attention  as  marking  another  step  further  from  the 
orthodox  Protectionist  creed.  In  this  speech  Mr. 
Disraeli  brings  forward  a  novel  style  of  financial 
legislation,  which  we  know  now  under  the  name  of 
reciprocity.  He  asked  that  we  should  meet  "  hostile 
tariffs  "  by  "  countervailing  duties."*  It  will  easily  be 
seen  that  this  new  form  of  Protection  is  an  entirely 
different  thing  from  that  preached  by  Mr.  Disraeli 
some  years  before,  and  still  professed  by  his  foUowera 
Protection  pure  and  simple  meant,  that  we  should 
impose  import  duties,  no  matter  what  any  other 
country  might  do.  Reciprocity  means  that  our  im- 
position of  such  duties  should  depend  on  the  action  of 
other  nations.  If  "  hostile  tariffs  **  were  to  be  met  by 
"  countervailing  duties,"  then  conversely,  no  "  counter- 
vailing duties  '*  were  to  be  levied  where  there  were  no 
"  hostile  tariffs."     In  other  words,  we  should  employ 

We  may  not  succeed,  but  we  shall  succeed  some  day." — Ihid.  1233^. 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  giving  us  his  reasons  for  opposing  the  motion, 
says :  "  I  cx)rdially  approve  of  the  general  principles  of  commercial 
policy  by  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been  guided,  and 
that  I  will  not  consent  to  a  motion  the  main  object  of  which  ayowedly 
is  to  censure  them  for  their  adherence  to  those  principles,  and  to 
substitute  in  the  place  of  that  policy  some  other  economic  ayatem."— 
Ihid.  1429-30.  And  Lord  John  Russell  speaks  of  the  motion  as  "  asking 
that  the  present  Ministry  be  displaced,  and  that  a  new  Ministiy  be 
formed  on  the  ground  of  the  restoration  of  Protection.'* — Ihid,  147X. 
♦  Hansard,  3  S.  cvi.  1155. 
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Protection  against  those  only  who  employed  Protection 
against  us. 

The  debate  lasted  for  two  nights.  The  beet  speech 
was  made  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  who  gave  a  convincing 
exposition  of  the  policy  of  Free  Trade,  and  with 
perfect  calmness  and  temper  examined  and  utterly 
destroyed  Mr.  Disraeli's  fallacies.*  In  fact,  so  com- 
plete was  the  defence  of  the  commercial  policy  of  the 
Ministry  that  Lord  John  Russell  found  it  unnecessary 
on  this  point  to  supplement  the  unanswerable  speech  t 
of  his  predecessor  in  office;  while  Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
winding  up  the  debate,  J  unable  to  answer  the  argu- 
ments of  Peel,  replied,  after  his  wont,  by  a  piece  of 
violent  personal  vituperation. § 

♦  See  Hansard,  3  8.  cvi.  1429—1462. 

t  Ihid.  1472. 

X  Ibid.  1486—1497. 

§  There  is  a  genei-al  impression,  and  the  statement  is  asuallj  made 
in  the  biographies  of  Lord  Beaconsficld,  that  his  attacks  on  Sir 
Robert  Peel  ceased  with  the  fall  of  that  statesman  in  1846.  This 
impression  is  altogether  incorrect.  Of  course  his  attacks  on  Peel 
were  necessarily  less  frequent,  because  Peel,  not  being  in  power,  it 
was  not  so  necessary  for  Mr.  Disraeli's  purposes  to  assail  him.  Mr. 
Disraeli  attacked  the  ex-Premier  during  the  session  of  1847.  Defend- 
ing Mr.  Ferrand,  he  spoke  of  Peel  as  one  whom  "  too  much  prosperity 
had  made  insane  "  (o77) ;  and  his  followers  were  described  as  a  ^'  devoted 
phalanx  " — a  "  Macedonian  army,  ready  to  vote  according  to  his  nod.** 
— Hamard,  3  S.  Ixxxix.  677.  This,  by  the  way,  produced  the  retort 
from  Mr.  Roebuck,  that  "  the  conduct  of  the  late  Prime  Minister  was 
Mr.  Disraeli's  leading  idea.  He  could  not  help  bringing  into  every 
discussion  his  favourite  topic,  censure  and  condemnation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  This  one  idea,"  continued  Mr.  Roebuck,  "'  he  drags 
into  every  discussion ;  and  whenever  he  gets  up,  be  the  occasion  what 
it  may,  he  never  can  sit  down  till  he  has  had  a  fling  at  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.*' — Ihid.  681.  Referring  to  Mr.  Di8raeli*s  image  of  the  "  Mace- 
donian phalanx/'  Mr.  Roebuck  reminded  him  that  he  had  ^'  sat  behind 
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On  a  division,  the  motion  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  rejected 
by  296  to  156  votes. 

Meantime,  the  Protectionists  outside  Parliament  were 
pursuing  courses  very  different  from  those  of  their 
cunning  leader  in  the  House  of  Commons.  During 
the  recess,  several  tumultuous  meetings  were  held, 
at  which  there  were  riots,  bloodshed,  and  the  most 
violent  language.*  The  tone  of  the  Protectionists  will 
be  gathered  from  the  harangue  of  a  Mr.  Cheetham,t 

the  Minister — that  powerful  Minister  at  whose  beck  and  call  the  Mace- 
donian phalanx,  now  rendered  so  memorable,  was  prepared  to  act** 
— Ihld.  580.  In  the  speech  referred  to  in  the  text  Mr.  Disraeli  thus 
addressed  Sir  Robert  Peel :  "And  here  I  must  say,  with  all  respect  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  there  is  something  in  his  manner  when 
he  addresses  on  these  subjects  his  former  companions,  which  I  will 
not  say  is  annoying,  but  rather  I  would  style  somewhat  astonishing. 
One  would  almost  imagine  from  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  never  for  a  moment  held  other  opinions  on  this  sabject— 
that  he  had  never  entertained  a  doubt  upon  it — that  he  had  been 
born  an  infant  Hercules,  cradled  in  political  economy,  and  only 
created  to  strangle  the  twin  serpents  of  Protection  and  Monopoly. 

.  .  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  view  one*s  errors  at  leart 
with  charity.  He  is  not  exactly  the  individual  who,  ex  eathedrk, 
should  lecture  us  on  the  principles  of  political  economy.  He  might, 
at  least,  when  he  denounces  our  opinions,  suppose  that  in  their  pro- 
fession we  may  perhaps  l)e  supported  by  that  strength  of  conviction 
which,  for  nearly  forty  years,  sustained  him  in  those  economical 
errors  of  which  he  was  the  learned  and  principal  professor.  ...  He 
preached  a  crusade  against  the  system  of  commercial  reciprocity. 
.  .  .  Men  of  great  scientific  research  have  investigated  and  illustrated 
it ;  and  I  believe  that  it  will  require  more  time  and  discussion  than  it 
has  yet  received  in  this  House,  before  it  can  be  thrown  into  that 
limbo  of  stale  opinions  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  found 
it  convenient  to  deposit  so  many  of  his  former  convictiona*'— 
Hansard,  3  S.  cvi.  1494—1496. 

♦  Irving,  172. 

t  lUd.  173.  "The  phantoms,"  said  Mr.  Cheetham,  "of  ruined 
farmers  must  haunt  the  sleeping  pillow  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Knowing 
how  much  he  was  execrated,  he  must  really  move  about  in  fear  and 
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at  a  Rutland  meetings  in  which  it  was  declared  "  that 
Sir  Robert  Peel  ought  to  be  **  afraid  of  the  poniard  and 
the  dagger/' 

This  tempestuous  agitation^  and  this  passionate 
demand  for  the  immediate  restoration  of  Protection, 
pffoved  exceedingly  embarrassing  to  Mr.  Disraeli,  and 
he  deserves  credit  for  the  bold,  skilful,  although  dis- 
ingenuous way  in  which  he  tried  to  escape  from  his 
diflSculties.  An  amendment  to  the  Address  was  pro- 
posed in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  by  subordinate 
members  of  the  Protectionist  party.  The  amendment 
raised  the  question  of  Protection  by  declaring  that 
the  existing  distress  in  the  agricultural  districts  was 
due  to  Free  Trade.  But  there  was  also  tacked  on  the 
statement  that  this  distress  was  aggravated  by  the 
pressure  of  local  taxation.  This  was  in  complete 
accordance  with  the  plan  of  tactics  which  had  been 
adopted,  as  has  been  already  seen,  by  Mr.  Disraeli  in 
previous  sessions,  and  exactly  suited  his  purposes. 
By  not  raising  the  question  of  Protection  directly,  it 

dread.  Even  if  Sir  Robert  Peel  should  ever  have  a  majority  again, 
he  dared  not  take  office.  If  he  was  in  Sir  Robert's  position,  he  should 
be  afraid  of  the  poniard  and  the  dagger,  and  so  he  had  a  right  to.'* 
(Here  the  speaker  was  interrupted  by  loud  cries  of  "  No !  no  I ") 
"  He  should  be  sorry  to  say  what  he  did  not  feel,  but  he  thought  he 
was  justified  in  saying  what  he  had,  seeing  what  a  narrow  escape 
Peel  once  had  when  he  was  not  so  much  execrated  as  now.  He 
believed  that  Cobdcn  and  Peel  were  travelling  the  same  road.  Peel, 
he  was  informed,  had  a  strong  grudge  against  the  aristocracy,  because 
one  of  them  in  the  House  of  Lords  once  called  him  a  weaver's  son. 
Sir  Robert  Peel's  son  need  not  be  afraid  of  being  called  a  weaver's 
son,  or  a  weaver's  grandson,  but  he  would  be  called  *the  traitor's 
son.'  ''—Irving,  173-4. 

2G 
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enabled  him  to  ride  away  from  that  disagreeable  topic; 
and^  at  the  same  time^  by  raising  the  question  indi- 
rectly^ it  kept  up  the  agitation,  which,  though  occa- 
sionally embarrassing,  was  still  necessary  to  him  for 
the  maintenance  of  a  Protectionist  party  and  his 
leadership  of  that  party. 

The  difference  between  the  speech  of  the  Protec- 
tionist leader,  and  of  the  general  body  of  Protectionist 
speakers,  brings  out  most  clearly  the  peculiarity  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  position :  while  they  boldly  proclaim 
that  their  object  and  their  hope  is  the  restoration  of 
Protection,  he  over  and  over  again  denies  that  the 
general  question  of  Protection  and  Free  Trade  is  in- 
volved in  the  Address  at  all.  On  this  point  he  labours 
at  the  beginning,  in  the  middle,  and  at  the  end  of  his 
speech  on  the  Address.  To  raise' the  general  question 
'^may  or  may  not  be  politic,'^  "may  or  may  not  be 
expedient ;  *'  but  in  his  opinion  "  the  amendment 
upon  the  Address  ^'  is  not  the  "  right  occasion  upon 
which  to  test  so  great  a  principle.^'  *  And  again,  he 
declares  that  the  "  success  or  failure  of  free  trade  I 
do  not  at  all  consider  to  be  the  question  to-night,  w 
in  any  way  connected  with  the  amendment.'* f  "I 
call  upon  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Grovem- 
ment,*'  exclaims  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  to  speak  frankly  on 
this  subject.'^  "  Don't  let  the  noble  Lord,*'  he  con- 
tinued after  this  excellent  burst,  "  suppose  that  this  is 
a  party  movement ;  nothing  is  more  convenient  for  a 
Government  than  to  contend  that  the  great  principles 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  cviii.  221.  f  -^Wci.  226. 
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of  free  trade  are  endangered,  and  that  those  who  are 
embarrassing  them  with  a  Motion,  have  merely  per- 
sonal  considerations  at  stake.  I  tell  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  time  has  gone  by  for  those  antiquated  qnib- 
bles ;  the  question  is  too  serious  and  too  earnest/'  * 

There  is  one  sentence  more  in  this  carious  speech 
which  must  be  quoted.  It  is  the  first  direct  hint  of  a 
disbelief  in  the  fuU  Protectionist  gospel.  After  de- 
nouncing Free  Trade,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
carried,  Mr.  Disraeli  goes  on  to  say  :  "  But  I  have  ever 
felt,  and  I  take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
conviction,  that  there  never  was  a  mistake  greater  than 
supposing  the  land  of  England  did  at  any  time  depend 
for  its  fortune  on  any  artificial  law  whatever/'  t 

This  speech  naturally  created  considerable  astonish- 
ment. It  "altogether  changed  the  character  of  the 
debate,^'  J  to  use  the  words  of  Mr.  Cobden,  for  the 
leader  of  the  Protectionists  thus  removed  from  dis- 
cussion the  general  question  of  Protection  or  Free 
Trade.  This  it  did  in  spite  of  the  numberless  and 
enthusiastic  meetings  in  favour  of  restoring  Protec- 
tion which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  permitted  to  take  place 
throughout  the  country ;  this  it  did,  notwithstanding 

*  Ibid,  231.  I  must  point  attention  to  this  last  and  characteristic 
passage.  All  through  this  speech  Mr.  Disraeli  implies  one  thing  while 
saying  another ;  He  does  not  once  "  speak  frankly  "  as  to  the  real 
object  of  the  amendment,  and  his  address  is  one  long  quibble.  Bat 
with  characteristic  art,  and  equally  characteristic  want  of  scruple,  he 
Implies  that  the  want  of  candour  is  on  the  part  of  others ;  that  they, 
not  he,  shirk  the  real  question ;  that  they  are  the  quibblers,  not  he. 

t  Jlfid.  233. 

X  Ihid,  246. 
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that  the  Grovemment,  by  putting  up  Mr.  Villiere,  the 
oldest  leader  of  Free  Trade  in  the  House,  to  propose 
the  reply  to  the  Address,  had  directly  challenged  dis- 
cussion; this  it  did,  although  several  of  the  Protec- 
tionist speakers  had  accepted  the  Ministerial  challenge. 
Lord  John  Russell  declared  that  Mr.  Disraeli  liad 
utterly  confused  the  House,*  and  Mr.  Cobden  adminis- 
tered to  this  trifler  with  public  interests  and  passions 
one  of  the  severest,  truest,  and  most  effective  casti- 
gations  in  Parliamentary  history.t 

Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  was  not  to  be  moved  from 
his  purpose  by  the  appeals  from  Lord  John  Russell 
for  more  frankness,  or  from  Mr.  Cobden  for  more 
honesty,  and,  true  to  his  system  of  tactics,  he  pro- 
posed on  February  19th,  a  resolution,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  reduce  country  taxation  by  about 
£2,000,000.  In  his  speech  introducing  the  resolution, 
he  attempted  to  answer  the  attacks  which  had  been 

*  lUd.  234. 

t  "  But  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Backinghamshire 
has  altogether  changed  the  character  of  the  debate ;  he  has  totally 
altered  the  issue  of  our  coming  decision.  For  he  has  told  ns  the 
question  before  us  is  not  the  question  of  protection,  or  free  trade- 
that  we  are  not  on  this  occasion  going  to  decide  whether  the  principle 
of  protection  to  native  industry  is  or  is  not  to  be  the  principle  of  this 
House.  He  says  that  '  it  may  or  may  not  be  *  expedient,  at  some 
future  time,  to  test  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  the  subject,  bat 
that  to-night,  no  hon.  Grcutleman  who  Totes,  commits  himself  at  all 
upon  the  question.     I  must  say  it  is  a  very  sorry  beginning,  after  so 

loud  a  preparation  as  has  been  heard  throughout  the  country 

The  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  frequently  alluded  to  what 
has  taken  place  out  of  this  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  out  of  this 
House  sometimes  makes  statements  of  a  personal  character — eome- 
times  indulges  in  little  invectives  and  personalities  which  he  does  not 
always  like  when  used  by  other  parties.    I  remember  the  hon.  (Sen- 
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made  upon  him  for  not  bringing  forward  the  question 
of  Protection  and  Free  Trade,  and  his  defence  was 
that  the  House^  as  then  constituted,  had  plainly 
shown  its  intention  of  not  restormg  Protection,  and 
that  further  appeals  to  it  for  this  purpose  were 
accordingly  in  vain;  and  this  defence  was  followed 
by  the  important  announcement  that  no  such  appeals 
would  in  future  be  made  to  that  Parliament.*  The 
remainder  of  his  speech  was  devoted  to  proving  his 
theme  that  relief  from  burdens  on  the  land  would  be 
some  compensation  for  the  loss  of  Protection. 

An  important  debate  followed  Mr.  Disraeli's  propo- 
sition. It  extended  over  two  nights,  and  nearly  all 
the  leading  speakers  on  both  sides  of  the  House  took 
part  in  it.  The  scheme  was  opposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment,   by    Sir    Robert    Peeljt    and    by    Sir  James 

tleman,  at  a  meeting  at  Marlow  some  time  ago,  stated  that  a  coontj 
meeting  was  not  a  proper  place  for  discassing  the  questions  of  free 
trade  and  protection.  Well,  here  I  am  on  the  floor  of  this  Honse, 
and  not  in  Buckinghamshire,  anxious  to  argue  with  him.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  talked  of  every  subject  except  protection  to  native 

industry If  there  is  any  party  or  any  individual  in  this  House 

who  wishes  to  make  protection  a  stalking-horse  to  power,  without 
any  serious  intention  of  ever  attempting  to  restore  it — who  could 
have  any  such  motive  as  that  of  hoping  for  a  time — as  it  could  only 
be  for  a  time,  when  dealing* with  so  much  intelligence  as  that  of  the 
English  population — by  mystifying  this  question,  and  by  pretending 
to  advocate  protection,  when  they  did  not  dream  of  the  possibility  of 
ever  returning  to  it — I  say  that  such  an  individual  would  be  one  of 
the  greatest  enemies  that  the  British  farmer  could  have ;  and  not 
merely  that,  but  he  would  be  the  greatest  enemy  to  the  country  at 
large,  because  we  have  all  an  interest,  whether  we  are  farmers  or 
individuals  connected  with  trade  or  manufactures,  in  saccesflfol 
operations  of  agriculture." — Ihid.  248. 

♦  IHd,  1028-9.  t  I^*^  1231—1263. 
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Graham,'^  bat  it  had  the  good  lack  to  be  supported 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  t  This  was  an  important  advantage 
for  Mr.  Disraeli^  for  it  broke  ap  the  solid  bodj  of 
Peelites  who  had  hitherto  combined  in  opposition  to 
all  his  motions;  and  this  fact^  together  with  some 
dexteroas  coqaetting  with  the  Irish  Liberal  mem- 
bers^ had  the  effect  of  considerably  diminifthiTig  the 
majority  by  which  the  Government  had  hitherto 
defeated  all  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposals.  On  a  diyiaion, 
252  members  followed  Mr.  Disraeli  into  the  lobby, 
while  273  sapported  the  Government.  The  majority 
of  the  Ministry,  accordingly,  was  but  twenty-one, 
and  Mr.  Disraeli^s  defeat  was  a  victory.  On  several 
other  occasions  in  the  course  of  the  session  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  an  opportunity  of  insisting  on  the 
position  he  had  taken  up  with  regard  to  the  great 
controversy  of  Free  Trade  and  Protection.  Thus,  on 
May  14,:|:  in  speaking  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Grantley 
Berkeley  to  impose  five  shillings  duty  on  all  foreign 
com,  he  used  some  words  which,  though  studiously 
ambiguous,  seemed  to  indicate  that  if  certain  burdens 
were  taken  off  the  land,  the  agriculturists  would  be 
willing  to  abandon  their  claim  for  protection  for  their 
com ;  §  and  he  concluded  his  speech  by  an  emphatic 
reiteration  of  his  determination  not  to  bring  the 
question  of  Protection  before  that  Parliament.  ||  Mr. 
Cobden,  rising  immediately  after,  1[  endeavoured  once 

♦  Ihid.  1189—1204.  §  Ihid.  86-6. 

t  Ibid,  1204—1214.  H  Und.  87-8. 

X  IHd.  cxi.  81^2.  IT  Ibid.  SB— «4. 
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more  to  open  the  eyes  of  the  Protectionists  and  the 
country  generally  to  the  game  of  duplicity  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  playing,*  and  pointed  oat  in  a  few  emphatic 
sentences  the  cruelty  as  well  as  the  absurdity  of 
holding  out  the  hope  to  the  farmers  that  a  new 
Parliament  would,  any  more  than  the  present,  be  able 
to  restore  Protection.t 

Of  the  many  other  questions  in  the  discussion  of 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  took  a  part  during  the  session,  it  is 
only  necessary  to  speak  of  the  debate  on  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  both  in  Irelatid  and  England, 

On  Monday,  June  17,  a  vote  of  censure  on  the 
policy  of  Lord  Palmerston  was  carried  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  Lord  John  Russell,  in  reply  to  interrogations, 
declared  that  the  Government  did  not  mean  to  resign 
because  of  this  vote,  and  he  then  made  an  appeal  to 
Mr.  Disraeli  which  amounted  to  an  official  recognition 
of  that  gentleman^s  position  as  leader  of  the  Con- 
servative party.  Lord  John  argued  that  as  the 
Conservative  leader  had  brought  forward  this  vote  of 
censure  in  the  House  of  Lords,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
other  Conservative  leader  to  bring  forward  a  similar 
motion  in  the  other  house.  Mr.  Disraeli,  however, 
declined  to  throw  down  the  challenge,  and  the  question 
was  raised  by  Mr.  Roebuck  proposing  a  vote  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Ministry.:]:  The  debate  on  this  motion 
was  most  important  and  interesting.  It  lasted  four 
nights,  and  was  marked  by  many  strange  incidents. 

♦  Ihid.  88.  t  ^*"^'  93.4.  X  Ibid.  cxu.  102—108. 
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Lord  Palmerston  defended  his  policy  in  perhaps  ihe 
longest  speech  he  e^er  delivered.  He  spoke  for  several 
hours,  '^from  the  dusk  of  a  summer  evening  to  the 
dawn  of  a  summer  morning/'  and  it  was  in  this  speech 
that  he  made  the  famous  comparison  between  the 
rights  of  the  English  citizen  and  those  of  the  Givin 
Bomamis,*  But  the  chief  interest  of  the  debate  lies  in 
the  fact  that  this  was  the  last  occasion  on  which  Sir 
Robert  Peel  made  his  appearance  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Even  if  he  could  have  foreseen  the  violent 
end  that  was  at  that  moment  so  near,  he  could  scarcely 
have  appeared  in  circumstances  more  worthy  of  his 
past,  or  more  calculated  to  leave  a  lofty  regard  for  his 
memory.  He  had  to  express  agreement  in  a  good  deal 
of  the  censure  which  had  been  cast  on  the  policy  of 
Lord  Palmerston;  but  while  doing  so,  he  spoke  of  the 
Foreign  Secretary  himself  in  the  kindliest  terms,  f 

And  the  speech  concluded  with  a  peroration  in  which 
were  laid  down  the  principles  by  what  the  foreign  policy 
of  England  ought  to  be  guided.  These  sentences,  the 
last  Peel  ever  uttered  in  the  House  of  Commons,  con- 
tain within  a  short  compass  the  exposition  of  the  truest 
and  best  policy  which  the  country  could  pursue ;  and 

♦  Irving's  "Annals  of  Our  Time,"  184. 

f  Alluding  to  Lord  Palmerston's  speech,  he  said,  "  I  have  so  little 
disposition  ....  for  entering  into  any  angry  or  hostile  controversy, 
that  I  shall  make  no  reference  whatever  to  many  of  the  topics  which 
were  introduced  into  that  most  able  and  most  temperate  speech,  which 
made  us  proud  of  the  man  who  delivered  it,  and  in  which  he  vindi- 
cated with  becoming  spirit,  and  with  an  ability  worthy  of  bis  name 
and  place,  that  course  of  conduct  which  he  had  pursued.'* — BdnMardf 
H  S.  cxii.  688. 
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the  tone  in  which  these  wise  counsels  are  given  is  that 
of  passionless  benignity,  as  of  a  man  who  had  ceased 
to  be  moved  by  the  feverish  desires  and  personal  aims 
of  ordinary  men.* 

In  marked  contrast  to  the  speech  of  Peel  was  that  of 
Mr.  Disraeli,  who  wound  up  the  debate.  According  to 
him,  it  was  the  duty  and  interest  of  England  to  protect 
the  interests  of  every  other  European  country.  In  this 
speech  we  have  a  phrase  with  which  we  have  become,  in 
more  recent  days,  unhappily  familiar.  We  have  the 
phrase  "  a  great  English  interest,'*  and  the  phrase  is 
made  to  cover  almost  every  event  that  could  possibly 
happen  in  Europe.  Talking  of  various  changes  that 
had  taken  place  on  the  Continent,  Mr.  DisraeU  went 
on :  '^  Now  in  every  instance  these  dismemberments  had 


*  "  It  is  also  my  firm  belief,"  said  Peel.  "  that  you  will  not  advance 
the  cause  of  constitutional  government  by  attempting  to  dictate  to 
other  nations.  If  you  do,  your  intentions  will  be  mistaken — you  will 
rouse  feelings  upon  which  you  do  not  calculate — you  will  invite 
opposition  to  Government ;  and  beware  that  the  time  does  not  arrive 
when,  frightened  by  your  own  interference,  you  withdraw  your  coun- 
tenance from  those  whom  you  have  excited,  and  leave  upon  their 
minds  the  bitter  recollection  that  you  have  betrayed  them.  If  you 
succeed,  I  doubt  whether  or  no  the  institutions  that  take  root  under 
your  patronage  will  be  lasting.  Constitutional  liberty  will  be  best 
worked  out  by  those  who  aspire  to  fi'eedom  by  their  own  efforts. 
You  wiU  only  overload  it  by  your  help,  by  your  principle  of  inter- 
ference, against  which  I  remonstrate — against  which  I  enter  my 
protest — to  which  I  to-night  will  be  no  party.  You  are  departing 
from  the  established  policy  of  England — you  are  involving  yourselves 
in  difficulties  the  extent  of  which  you  can  hardly  conceive — ^you  are 
bestowing  no  aid  on  the  cause  of  constitutional  freedom,  but  are 
encouraging  its  advocates  to  look  to  you  for  aid,  instead  of  those 
efforts  which  can  alone  establish  it,  and  upon  the  successful  exertioa 
of  which  alone  it  can  be  useful.** — Ibid,  693. 
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injured  a  great  English  interest.''  "It  was  a  great 
English  interest ''  that  the  north  of  Italy  should  belong 
to  Austria.  It  was  a  first-rate  English  intereat  "that 
Sicily  should  belong  to  Naples/'  and  that  the  Sound 
should  be  in  possession  of  Denmark.*  In  this  iq>eech9 
too^  we  have  the  craae  that  all  continental  movements 
are  due  to  secret  societiesjt — a  craae  which  aoems  to 
have  haunted  Mr.  Disraeli  throughont  his  whole  life. 

The  division  took  place  after  three  o'dodk  in  the 
morning ;  and  by  a  curious  coincidence^  in  this  divisimi 
— the  last  in  which  he  ever  took  part — ^Peel  went  into 
the  same  lobby  as  Mr.  Disraeli. 

The  sun  had  risen  before  Sir  Robert  went  to  bed, 
and  he  was  obliged  to  rise  early^  as  he  had  to  attend 
that  day,  at  twelve^  a  meeting  of  the  Conmiisaion  of 
the  Great  Exhibition.  The  afternoon  he  spent  in  his 
study  till  five  o'clock^  when  he  went  out  to  take  a  ride. 
Passing  down  Constitution  Hill^  his  horse  shied^  he 
f ell^  was  severely  injured^  and  in  three  days  afterwards 
was  dead.:^ 

This  tragic  and  sudden  end  to  a  great  and,  on  the 
whole^  beneficent  career,  created  profound  and  nni» 
versal  grief.  ''The  multitude  of  inquiries  were  so 
great  that  policemen  were  stationed  at  different  places 
near  his  house  with  bulletins,  which  they  were  ordered 
to  read  to  the  crowds  of  all  ages,  sexes,  and  conditions 
that  flocked  to  Whitehall,  anxiously  inquiring  after 
the  chances  of  recovery  of  the  suffering  statesman. 


*  Hansard,  3  S.  cxii.  731.  f 

X  Mole8worth*8  History  of  England,  ii.  344-5. 
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Never  perhaps  did  the  intelligence  of  any  event  cause 
more  genuine  grief  in  the  country  than  the  news  of  his 
death/'  * 

Thus  death  once  more  came  as  a  useful  ally  to  Mr. 
Disraeli  at  a  critical  stage  in  his  career.  The  death  of 
Lord  George  Bentinck  removed  the  obstacle  to  his 
leadership  of  the  Protectionists,  and  the  death  of  Sir 
Peel  removed  the  great  obstacle  to  his  tenure  of  office. 
There  can  be  little  doubt  that  Peel  would  in  due  time 
once  more  have  been  called  to  the  head  of  affairs. 
During  the  years  which  elapsed  from  the  fall  in  1846 
to  his  death,  his  fame  stood  at  its  highest.  Separated 
from  both  parties,  and  supported  by  but  a  small  band 
of  followers^  he  spoke,  as  a  rule,  with  the  impartiality 
and  with  the  authority  of  a  man  free  from  party  ties. 
Never  during  his  whole  career  were  his  words  listened 
to  with  deeper  attention;  never  did  he  stand  out 
more  prominently  as  the  greatest  member  of  Parliament 
of  his  time ;  and  never  did  he  more  truly  occupy  the 
position  of  the  man  who  in  perilous  times,  when  others 
had  failed,  would  be  called  to  guide  the  State.  A  few 
months  only  had  elapsed  after  his  death,  when  the 
Government  of  Lord  John  Russell  had  reached  the 
lowest  stage  of  impotence,  and  a  strong  hand  was 
required  once  again  at  the  head  of  affairs.  Peel,  of 
course,  would  have  been  the  man  to  whom  the  Queen 
would  have  had  to  apply ;  it  is  not  at  all  improbable 
that  he  would  have  been  able  to  get  sufficient  support 
from  the  independent  men  on  both  sides  of  the  House 

*  /«rf.  346. 
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to  enable  him  to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  State;  and  if 
he  had  risen  to  power  once  again,  Mr.  Disraeli's 
chance  of  ever  ruling  this  country  would  have  been 
destroyed 

Among  the  Bills  brought  in  this  session,  as  I  have 
already  indicated,  was  a  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  in  Ireland.  How  necessary  such  a  measure 
was  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  whereas  the  proportion 
of  electors  in  Scotland  and  Wales  varied  from  25  per 
cent.,  which  was  the  lowest,  to  32  per  cent.,  which  was 
the  highest,  the  average  in  Ireland  was  2  per  cent.* 
Mr.  Disraeli,  after  all  his  professions  of  justice  to 
Ireland,  and  his  advocacy  of  the  rights  of  the  people, 
opposed  the  Bill,  which  tended  to  make  a  slight  increase 
in  this  paltry  number  of  the  voters. t  He  adopted 
a  similar  course  when  Mr.  Locke  King  brought  in, 
on  the  9th  July,  his  motion  for  an  extension  of  the 
franchise  in  England.  In  the  course  of  this  debate,  he 
took  good  care  not  to  allude  to  the  Radical  principles 
which  he  formerly  professed,  but  he  did  not  escape 
without  having  his  memory  refreshed  upon  this  now 
rather  troublesome  part  of  his  career.^ 

*  Speech  of  Lord  John  Russell.  Hansard,  3  S.  ex.  1865. 

t  Ihul.  1357— 13fi4. 

t  Sir  Benjamin  Hull,  speaking  in  favour  of  Mr.  Locke  King's 
motion,  asked  Mr.  Disraeli  some  jHjrtinent  questions.  The  member 
for  Bucks  had,  among  other  things,  stated  that  if  he  had  been  in 
Parliament  in  1832  he  would  have  opposed  the  Reform  Bill.  **Let 
me  ask  him,*'  sjiid  Sir  B.  Hall,  "  if  he  was  always  of  that  opinion  ?** 
Mr.  Disraeli,  according  to  Hansard,  intimated  that  he  was.  Sir  B. 
Hall  was  as  startled  as  the  reader  will  probably  be  by  such  an  asser^ 
tijn.  If  the  reader  will  turn  back  to  one  of  the  earliest  chapters  of 
this  book,  he  will  find  Mr.  Disraeli  thanking  God  that  the  people  of 
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Of  the  many  sessions  of  the  English  Parliament 
which  have  been  utterly  wasted,  and  which  have  ended 
without  adding  a  single  benefit  to  the  community^ 
perhaps  that  of  1851  was  the  most  misspent  and  the 
most  useless.  Throughout  the  whole  period  of  its 
existence,  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legislature  were 
occupied  in  discussing  a  measure  which  was  violated  the 
very  day  after  its  enactmeut,  and  which  has  remained 
a  dead-letter,  with  the  consent  of  everybody,  from  the 
hour  of  its  passage  to  the  present  moment.  This  was 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill,  which  Lord  John  Russell 
introduced  with  a  view  to  allaying  one  of  the  "  No 
Popery^'  tempests  which  periodically  pass  over  this 
country.  The  session  is  for  the  most  part  taken  up 
with  Ministerial  defeats  and  Ministerial  crises,  the 
result  of   the  general  disrepute  into  which  this  Bill 

Wycombe  had  at  last  got  their  rights  through  the  Reform  Bill. 
"  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman,"  continued  Sir  B.  Hall, "  look  my  hon.  Friend 
the  member  for  Montrose  in  the  face  and  say  that  he  has  always  been 
of  that  opinion  ? "  Sir  B.  Hall  under-estimated  Mr.  Disraeli's  powers 
of  looking  in  the  faces  of  those  whose  friendship  he  had  gained 
through  political  principles  he  had  deserted.  "  Certainly,**  was  the 
reply  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  Sir  B.  Hall's  question.  "  Certainly  1  '*  ex- 
claimed Sir  B.  Hall,  '*  why,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  now  stands 
forward  as  the  great  champion  of  Protection,  at  one  time  held  opinions 
now  entertained  by  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  . .  .  Did  he  not 
go  down,"  went  on  this  inconvenient  interrogator,  "  to  the  borough  of 
High  Wycombe  as  the  jfrotegi  of  the  late  Mr.  CConnell  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  ?  Did  he  not  go  down  under  those  auspices  ? " 
An  hon.  Member  here,  according  to  Hansard,  exclaimed,  "  That's  a 
poser."  Then  Sir  B.  Hall  alluded  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  attempt  to  repre- 
sent Marylebone,  giving  the  interesting  information  that  the  election 
address  of  the  future  Premier  was  "concocted"  in  the  house  of  a 
tallow-chandler  in  Crawford  Street,  Bryanston  Square. — Hansard, 
3  8.  cxii.  1181-2.    Mr.  Disraeli's  reply  was  feeble  and  evasive.    After 
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brought  the  Government.  Mr.  Disraeli  took  a  pro- 
minent part  in  all  these  debates^  which  were  generally 
of  so  futile  a  character  that  our  record  of  his  acts 
during  this  session  will  be  extremely  brief.  There  is 
another  reason  for  curtailing  the  narrative  at  thin 
point.  The  reader  has  already  seen  sufficiently  what 
was  the  line  of  tactics  which  Mr.  Disraeli  laid  down 
for  himself  in  dealing  with  his  Protectionist  followers. 
His  policy^  as  we  have  said  over  and  over  again,  was 
to  divert  the  attention  of  his  followers  from  the  ques- 
tion of  Protection  itself  to  the  question  of  removing 
the  alleged  burdens  on  land.  The  motions  and 
speeches  which  he  made  during  the  session  of  1851 
are  but  a  repetition,  in  somewhat  different  language, 
of  those  which  he  made  on  the  same  subjects  during 
the  two  previous  sessions. 

On  February  11th,  Mr.  Disraeli  achieved  the  most 

his  manner  of  meeting  the  charge  on  previous  occasions,  he  saggosted, 
without  actually  expressing,  false  inferences.  He  did  not  deny  that 
Hume  had  given  him  his  support,  although  he  suggested  that  he  had 
not.  "  The  hon.  (Jentleman,"  he  repUes,  "  said  I  went  down  to  High 
Wycombe  with  the  recommendation  of  my  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  Montrose."  Now  mark  the  prevarication  of  what  follows.  "  Why, 
sir,  I  lived  in  High  Wycombe  before  the  Reform  Bill.  I  was  bred 
there,  if  not  bom ;  and  it  is  to  my  connexion  with  it  that  I  owe  the 
honour  I  now  enjoy  of  representing  the  county."  The  reader  will 
also  not  fail  to  notice  that  in  this  passage  we  have  a  new  revelatioD 
as  to  the  place  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  birth.  It  will  be  remembered  t^h^t  at 
Shrewsbury  he  distinctly  stated  that  High  Wycombe  was  his  birth- 
plaoe;  here,  he  gives  this  merely  as  an  impression.— /Wa.  1184.  la 
this  same  speech  Mr.  Disraeli  used  these  remarkable  words  also: 
"  The  hon.  Baronet  has  accused  me  of  being  the  advocate  of  Pm- 
liamentary  finality.  I  disclaim  altogether  that  office.  I  have  h$m 
alwayt  opposed  to  the  system  of  reform;  because  I  held  it  to  be  admerm 
to  the  interests  of  the  party  with  whom  1  acted:  thai  w  aU.^^-^IUd, 
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important  victory  he  had  yet  gained  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  His  motion  in  &vour  of  agricultural 
distress  was  rejected  by  281  votes  to  267^  or  by  the 
small  majority  of  fourteen.  Nine  days  afterwards 
the  position  of  the  Government  was  still  further 
shaken^  for  a  motion  of  Mr.  Locke  King  in  favour 
of  reducing  the  franchise  was  carried^  in  spite  of 
the  opposition  of  the  Ministers^  by  the  large  majority 
of  one  hundred  to  sixty-two.  The  result  of  these  two 
divisions — one  a  practical^  the  other  an  ignominious 
defeat — was  that  on  February  24^  Lord  John  Russell 
announced  that  the  Government  were  unable  any 
longer  to  carry  on  the  business  of  the  country,  and 
that  they  had  consequently  placed  their  resignations 
in  the  hands  of  the  Queen. 

Negotiations  went  on  for  several  days  before  it  was 
possible  to  form  a  new  Government.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Queen  called  on  Lord  Stanley  (the  late  Lord  Derby), 
and  proposed  to  him  that  he  should  form  a  Government. 
Lord  Stanley,  however,  suggested  that  an  attempt 
should  first  be  made,  by  Lord  John  Bussell  and  Lord 
Aberdeen  and  Sir  James  Graham,  to  form  a  junction 
between  the  Peelites  and  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.  This  proposition  was  accepted  by  Lord 
John  Bussell,  and  for  a  short  time  there  appeared 
some  probability  of  such  a  junction  being  formed. 
On  their  general  policy  there  was  no  essential  dif- 
ference between  the  Ministry  and  the  followers  of 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  they  were  both  agreed 
as  to  the  supreme  necessity  of  presenting  an  united 
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front  in  favour  of  Free  Trade  against  the  efforts  of 
the  Protectionist  party  to  revive  Protection.  On 
one  pointy  however^  the  difference  between  the  two 
was  foand  to  be  insuperable.  Lord  Aberdeen  and 
Sir  James  Graham  were  both  strongly  opposed  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill — so  strongly,  that  they 
could  not  sanction  any  compromise  on  the  matter; 
while  Lord  John  Bussell  was  too  deeply  pledg^  to 
continue  with  the  Bill  to  withdraw  it,  and  thus  these 
negotiations  came  to  an  end.*  The  next  suggestion 
in  this  crisis  was  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  Lord 
Stanley  to  obtain  the  support  of  the  Peelites  for  the 
Protectionists. 

This  crisis  did  Mr.  Disraeli  groat  service.  It  was 
because  of  the  large  support  which  a  motion  of  his 
received,  that  the  Government  determined  to  hand  in 
their  resignations,  and  the  consequence  was  that  in  the 
negotiations  between  the  Queen  and  the  various  leaders, 
his  name  was  constantly  and  prominently  brought  for- 
ward. It  is  pretty  clear,  however,  from  Lord  Stanley^s 
speech,  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  one  of  the  last  men  to 
whom  ho  would  resort.  The  statement  which  Lord 
Stanley  makes  upon  this  part  of  the  transactions, 
inclines  me  to  the  belief  that  his  selection  on  a  sub- 
sequent occasion  of  Mr.  Disraeli  as  leader  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  made  by  reason  of  any  love  for 
Mr.  Disraeli,  but  from  the^  simple  fact  that  he  could 
get  nobody  else  to  take  his  place.  For  on  this  occa- 
sion we  find  him  stating  that  he  made  application  in 

*  Speech  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  Hansard,  3  S.  cxiv.  999 — 1003. 
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the  first  instance  to  Mr.  Gladstone,*  and,  of  course, 
if  this  was  done  in  the  first  instance,  his  object  would 
probably  be  to  give  the  leadership  of  the  party  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  that  gentleman. — He  then 
speaks  of  having  applied  to  other  persons,  f  and, 
altogether,  conveys  the  impression  that  he  tried 
everybody  before  falling  back  on  Mr.  Disraeli.  I 
must,  for  the  present,  dismiss  Lord  Stanley^s  speech 
with  the  final  remark  that  he  declared  his  efforts 
to  form  a  Ministry  futile.  There  were,  besides  the 
points  I  have  noticed,  an  exposition  of  his  policy 
and  of  his  intentions,  in  case  he  took  office,  which  I 
shall  have  to  notice  at  some  length  at  a  future  stage. 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  cxiv.  1012. 

t  Speaking  of  his  leading  sapporters  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Lord  Stanley  describes  them  as  "  men  of  talent  and  intellect^"  but 
vidthout  "  political  experience,"  and  not  "  versed  in  official  business/* 
— Hansardf  3  S.  cxiv.  1008.    In  another  passage,  he  speaks  of  his 
attempts  to  select  colleagues  in  the  House  of  Commons  thus :  "  My 
Lords,"  he  said,"  even  among  that" — the  Protectionist — "party,  I 
found  that  some  of  those  who  were  well  qualified  to  discharge  public 
duties,  were  by  various   causes   induced  to  decline — one,  by  the 
pressure  of  extensive  private  concerns  ;  another  by  disinclination  to 
join  an  Administration  which  appeared  to  hold  out  no  assured  pros- 
pect of  permanence  ;   and  a  third  by  an  undue  depreciation  of  his 
own   abilities." — Ibid.  103.       I   think,   reasoning   from   the   proba- 
bilities of  the  case,  it  is  clear  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  one  of  the 
three  persons,  as  described.     He  was  not  pressed  "  by  extensive 
private  concerns;  "  the  fact  that  the  Ministry  could  have  "  no  assured 
prospect  of  permanence "  did  not  deter  him  later  on  from  joining 
Lord  Stanley  ;  and  assure  Uy  he  is  not  the  person  described  as  suffer- 
ing from  "  an  undue  depreciation  of  his  own  abilities."     It,  therefore, 
seems  probable  that,  up  to  this  date,  Lord  Stanley  had  not  come 
to  the  determination  to  join  his  fortunes  so  closely  to  those  of  Mr. 
Disraeli,  as  he  afterwards  did.     Mr.  Disraeli,  to  all  appearances,  had 
little  to  do  with  Lord  Stanley's  resolves  during  this  crisis. 

27 
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llie  result  of  the  Ministeriul  crisis^  then,  was  that 
Lord  John  Russell  resumed  office. 

Mr.  Disraeli's  attitude  on  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Bill  was  quite  characteristic.  While  expressing  general 
dissatisfaction  with  it,  he  took  very  good  care  to  bend 
before  the  then  no-Popery  storm,  presenting  in  this 
respect  a  marked  contrast  to  Sir  James  Graham  and 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who  not  only  spoke  against  the  Bill, 
but  also  had  the  courage  to  go  into  the  lobby  in  oppo- 
sition to  it. 

The  Government  sustained  two  other  important 
defeats  during  this  session.  On  June  6  they  were 
defeated  on  a  proposition  of  Lord  Naas  in  reference 
to  their  financial  arrangements,  and  on  June  23  Sir 
Frederick  Thesiger  carried  against  them  three  reso- 
lutions in  reference  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill. 
Thus  Government  went  on  during  the  remainder  of 
the  session,  sustaining  every  now  and  then  defeats, 
and  afterwards  with  some  difficulty,  by  an  appeal  cA 
misericordiam,  obtaining  a  reversion  of  the  votes  to 
which  they  objected. 
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MINISTER. 

When  the  Government  met  Parliament  again,  its  diffi- 
calties  and  its  weakness  had  still  further  increased. 
During  the  recess  a  dispute  had  arisen  between  Lord 
Palmerston  and  Lord  John  Russell,  the  result  of  which 
was  the  dismissed  of  the  Foreign  Secretary  from  oflSce 
by  the  Queen,  on  the  advice  of  the  Premier.  The 
point  in  dispute,  on  which  I  need  touch  but  lightly, 
was  that  Lord  Palmerston  had  been  premature  in 
announcing  to  the  French  Government  his  approval 
of  the  coup  d'etat  of  Louis  Napoleon.  This  event  was 
the  coup  de  grace  of  the  Russell  Ministry.  Lord 
Palmerston  had  been  its  chief  strength,  and  although 
his  policy  had  been  several  times  attacked,  he  was 
universally  esteemed  as  a  man  of  ability,  courage,  and 
vigour,  who  had  conferred  considerable  prestige  on  the 
Government.  The  opening  of  Parliament  was  therefore 
looked  forward  to  with  a  great  deal  of  interest,  and 
the  days  of  the  Ministry  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
many,  already  numbered.  The  first  night  of  the 
session   was   rendered    particularly    exciting    by  the 
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speeclies  both  of  Lord  John  Russell  and  Lord  Falmer- 
ston  on  the  events  and  reasons  which  had  led  to  the 
expulsion  of  the  latter  from  office.  The  speech  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  made  upon  the  Address  contains  nothing 
remarkable.  The  best  part  of  it  was  that  in  which 
he  twitted  Lord  John  Russell  with  the  futility  of  the 
recently  enacted  Ecclesiastical  Titles  measure.  He 
was  able  to  show  that  the  provisions  of  that  enactment 
had  been  openly  and  almost  ostentatiously  violated, 
and  that  the  Government  found  themselves  unable  to 
interfere.' 

Among  the  bills  which  Lord  John  Russell  had 
promised  to  bring  in  during  the  present  session 
was  a  bill  for  Parliamentary  Reform;  and  on  the 
9th  February  he  made  his  stateni^nt  with  regard 
to  this  proposal.  As  the  bill  never  passed  into 
law,  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  it  at  any  length. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  chief  proposals  were  to  reduce 
the  qi^alification  in  boroughs  from  £10  to  £5,  and 
in  counties  to  £10.  The  measure  was  not  received 
with  particular  favour  from  any  side  of  the  Hoase,  the 
reformers  thinking  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  and 
the  Conservatives  that  it  was  too  advanced.  The 
speech  which  Mr.  Disraeli  made  upon  it  was  of  a  most 
peculiar  character.  True  to  the  tactics  which  he  had 
followed  on  the  question  of  Reform  since  his  entrance 
into  Parliament,  he  was  careful  not  to  pledge  himself 
against  makiug  any  change  in  the  franchise;  but  while 
thus  leaving  open  the  way  to  himself  for  future  retreat, 

*  Sec  Hansard,  cxix.  135 — 163. 
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he  invariably  opposed,  on  one  p^tetence  or  another^ 
every  Reform  Bill  bronght  in  b^  any  other  party.  His 
speech  of  this  session  was  \Ditt  a  repetition  of  the 
remarkable  address  which  he  made  on  the  same  subject 
daring  the  previous  session^  and  which  this  is  the 
proper  place  to  notice^  as  it  supplies  the  key  to  a  great 
part  of  his  future  action  in  reference  to  this  question. 
Speaking  on  the  bill  of  Mr.  Locke  King,  he  had 
declared  that  he  entirely  protested  ^'against  what  is 
popularly  understood  in  a  political  sense  as  the  principle 
of  '  finality.' ''  "  But/'  he  went  on  to  say,  "  I  do  pledge 
myself  to  oppose  any  measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform 
flagrantly  having  for  its  object  the  returning  and  con- 
firming in  power  of  some  political  section,  or  the 
displacement  of  the  proper  territorial  influence  and 
power  which,  as  I  believe,  constitutes  the  best  security 
for  our  Uberties,  and  the  best  means  of  retaining  the 
stable  and  confirmed  character  which  the  institutions 
of  the  country  have  preserved."*  He  adopted  the 
same  tactics  in  the  present  speech,  but  what  his 
opinions  on  the  subject  really  were  he  so  completely 
managed  to  hide  in  a  mist  of  words  that  it  was 
impossible  really  to  understand  what  he  meant,  and 
Sir  George  Grey  was  justified  in  saying  that  "  he  was 
unable  to  discover  whether ''  the  speaker  "  was  to  be 
numbered  among  the  supporters  or  the  opponents  of 

the  bill.'' t 

Before  it  was  possible,  however,  to  discuss  the  new 

*  Molesworth'B  History  of  England,  vol.  ii.  360. 
t  HaoAard,  3  S.  cxix.  308. 
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Reform  Bill^  events  had  occurred  which  put  an  end  to 
its  further  progress.  Becent  occurrences  in  France  had 
once  more  aroused  the  apprehensions  that  aggression 
on  the  part  of  that  country  was  to  be  feared^  and  there 
was  a  general  cry  for  an  increase  of  our  armaments. 
In  response  to  this  popular  demand.  Lord  John 
Russell  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Militia  !Force.  The  bill  passed  through  the  first  stage 
without  any  interruption,  or  anything  beyond  the 
faintest  indication  of  the  coming  storm.  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  it  is  true,  dissented  from  the  principle  upon 
which  it  was  founded,  but  he  gave  no  indication  that 
his  opposition  would  be  of  such  a  kind  as  to  wreck  the 
measure.  But  when  the  bill  reached  the  next  stage. 
Lord  Palmerston  proposed  an  amendment  embodying  • 
his  idea  of  the  principle  upon  which  the  Militia  Bill 
should  be  founded.  On  the  division,  136  voted  for 
Palmerston's  amendment,  and  125  against  it,  the 
Government  being  thus  left  in  a  minority  of  eleven. 
Lord  John  Russell  immediately  rose,  and  stated  that  it 
was  impossible  that  he  could  go  on  with  the  measure,* 
and  hinted  that  it  was  time  to  consider  whether  he 
should  continue  any  longer  to  carry  on  the  affairs  of 
the  Govemment.t  The  events  of  the  next  few  days 
were  generally  foreseen.  It  was  plain  that  for  a 
considerable  period  Lord  John  Russell  had  wearied 
of  the  position  which  he  held,  that  he  was  tired  of 
depending  for  existence  on  the  support  of  his 
opponents,  and  of  such  aid  being  given  at  one  moment 

*  Haiisard,  3  S.  cxix.  877.  f  ^^^^  878. 
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and  taken  away  at  the  next.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
several  blunders  which  he  had  committed  in  the 
course  of  his  administration,  had  destroyed  the  pres- 
tige of  his  Government,  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Act  had  brought  the  dissatisfaction  with  his  Ministry 
to  a  climax.  It  was  therefore  felt  that  he  was  only 
looking  out  for  an  opportunity  of  retiring  from  his 
diflBcult  position.  This  defeat  afforded  him  the  anti- 
cipated opportunity ;  and  when  the  House  met  on 
Monday,  the  23rd  February,  he  announced  the  resig- 
nation of  his  Ministry. 

When  the  list  of  Lord  Derby's  colleagues  was  pub- 
lished, the  world  was  at  once  astounded,  alarmed,  and 
amused.  It  was  scarcely  credible  that  the  most  im- 
portant affairs  of  State  should  be  entrusted  to  the 
inexperienced  and  stupid  squires  whom  the  Prime 
Minister  placed  at  the  head  of  the  different  depart- 
ments. But,  perhaps,  the  appointment  which  most 
startled  and  most  amused  the  public  was  that  of  Mr. 
Disraeli  to  the  Chancellorship  of  the  Exchequer.  Its 
first  announcement  at  a  public  meeting  was,  according 
to  one  journal,  received  with  "  shouts  of  laughter,'' '' 
and  the  comments  generally  of  the  press  alternated 
between  sarcasm  at  the  ludicrousness  of  Lord  Derby's 
choice,  and  alarm  at  its  consequences.t 

*  Daily  News. 

t  "  It  seems,"  says  the  Morning  Chronicle  (February  24,  1852), 
"that  Lord  Derby  has  had  the  incredible  rashness  to  make  Mr. 
Disraeli  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Surely  it  might  have  been 
possible  to  find  some  less  delicate  system  of  machinery  than  the 
finances  of  the  country  as  a  subject  for  such  an  experiment." 
"Mr.  Disraeli,"   writes  the   Ttnies  (February  24,  1852),  "certainly 
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The  supposed  intentions  of  the  Ministry,  howerer, 
caused  more  alarm  than  the  incapacity  of  its  members. 
The  people  were  possessed  with  the  gloomy  foreboding 
that  the  old  curse  of  dear  bread,  which  had  in  times  not 
very  remote  been  the  cause  of  untold  misery  amongst 
the  poorer  classes,  was  about  to  return.     So  real  was 
the  danger  thought,  that  the  very  first  words  of  Lord 
John  Russell,  on  his  resigning  office,  were,  that  he 
considered  it  one  of  his  foremost  duties  in  opposition 
to  resist  any  return  to  Protection.     Another  step,  still 
more  significant  of  the  public  alarm,  was  taken.     In 
1846,   after  the   Free   Trade    triumph  of    Peel,   the 
Anti-Corn-Law  League,  the  most  powerful   political 
combination  which  ever  existed  in  this  country,  was 
dissolved ;   but  on  the  accession  of  the  Derby  Ministry 

has  cxinsulted   rather  his   ambition  than   his  genius  in  his  selection 
of  office."      *•  It  is  a  mauvaxite  plai$anterir^**   writes  the   £xamimrr 
(February  28,  1852),  "a  plagiarism  from  Pvnchj  a  copy  of  a  squib 
on  an  abortive  attempt  hwjt   year.     The  names,  with  an  exception 
here   and  there,  cannot   be  read   in   any  society  without   a  laugh  ; 
and  yet,  in  reality,  it  is  no  laughing  matter.    For  a  serious  affair 
there  certainly  was  never  anything  so  comical.**     Even  the  friendly 
Morning  Poitt  is  obliged  to  confess,  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Disraelit 
that  ''  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  such  an  arrangement  was  among  the 
least  expected  of  any  which   it   has  been   our  duty  to  announce" 
(quoted  in  the  Spectator  of  Feb.  28.  1802).     It  was  at  first  rumoured 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  to  be  Home  Secretary,  and  in  the  earlier  lists  of 
the  Ministry  which  appeared  in  the  newspapers,  his  name  appears  in 
that  capacity.     Perhaps  it  was  his  original  intention  to  have  occupied 
this  post,  which  would   probably  have  been  more  congenial  to  his 
taste  than  that  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    An  able  critic  in  the 
Fortnightly  Beview  suggests,  on  what  authority  I  do  not  know,  that 
the  reiuson  of  the  change  was  that  as  Home  Secretary  he  would,  in 
his  turn,  have  been  obliged  to  wait  upon  the  Queen,  and  that  Her 
Majesty  at  that  time  had  no  desire  to  admit  him  to  this  familiarity. — 
**  Political  Adventures  of  Lord  Beaconsficld,"  Fortnight! y  Beriefc,  8. 
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preparations  were  speedily  made  for  the  revival  of  tliat 
famous  union.  Meetings  were  held,  subscriptions 
poured  in,  and  all  the  old  machinery  was  put  in  order 
for  conducting  the  new  campaign  with  the  vigour,  and 
on  the  large  scale,  which  had  in  former  years  com- 
pelled a  Conservative  Cabinet  to  adopt  Free  Trade 
principles.  Mr.  Cobden,  at  one  of  these  meetings, 
was  careful  to  point  out  the  reality  of  the  immediate 
danger.  He  showed  that,  by  all  their  former  declara- 
tions, the  Ministry  was  pledged  to  Protection,  and  that, 
in  one  form  or  another,  they  would  certainly  attempt  a 
restoration  of  the  old  bad  system.  He  had  to  answer 
the  objection  that  the  Free  Traders  might  remain 
tranquil  because  the  Ministry  might  abandon  Protec- 
tion. Mr.  Cobden  could  not  believe  in  the  possibility 
of  such  political  turpitude.  The  poor  man  !  He 
actually  believed  that  a  politician  like  Mr.  Disraeli 
cared  something  about  political  honour  and  political 
consistency.* 

*  "  But  I  am  told,"  said  Mr.  Cobden,  speaking  at  the  meeting  to 
revive  the  Anti-Com-Law  League.  "  that  we  must  allow  the  Protec- 
tionists to  remain  in  office  for  twelve  months,  because  that  will  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  abandoning  all  their  professions  and  princi- 
ples, and  of  cheating  their  friends.  Now,  I  tell  you  candidly,  I  do 
not  believe  Lord  Derby  and  his  colleagues  are  one-half  so  base  as  ^heae 
advisers  take  them  to  be.  What  1  the  men  who  hunted  that  illus- 
trious statesman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  almost  to  his  grave,  for  having  abo- 
lished the  Com  Law — whose  sole  political  capital,  from  that  time  to 
this,  has  been  the  sarcasms  and  obloquy  with  which  they  have  covered 
his  name  and  fame,  and  the  abuse  and  denunciations  with  which  they 
have  loaded  the  gentlemen  of  the  Manchester  school — are  these  men 
going  to  do,  not  what  Sir  Robert  Peel  did,  but  ten  times  worse  f 
Are  we  now  to  believe  that  Lord  Derby  and  his  colleagues  are  coming 
into  office  simply  and  solely  that  they  may  immediately  get  rid  of  the 
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Apart  from  the  general  reasons  for  suspecting  Lord 
Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli  of  an  intention  to  restore 
Protection,  there  were  several  remarkable  circumstances 
of  recent  occurrence  to  confirm  the  fear.  The  reader 
has  not  forgotten  that  in  the  course  of  1851  Lord 
Derby  had  been  offered  and  had  declined  the  task  of 
forming  a  Government.  In  giving  a  narrative  of  his 
proceedings  on  that  occasion  in  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
thought  it  proper  to  sketch  the  programme  which  he 
would  have  attempted  to  carry  out  in  office.  Beginning 
with  a  picture  of  agricultural  distress,  he  declared 
that  he  could  not  as  '^  an  honest  man  '^  take  office 
''  without  a  full  determination  to  deal  with  that  distress, 
and  endeavour  to  apply  to  it,  as  a  Minister,  effective 
measures  of  relief.''  If  he  could  "  so  far  forget "  him- 
self as  to  sacrifice  his  "  own  honest  convictions,''  '^  the 
loss  of  honour  that  would  be  involved  in  such  a  course 
would  make  ''  his  "  services  worse  than  useless."  And 
then  ho  went  on  to  say,  as  a  consequence  of  those 
ideas,  that  he  could  not,  ''  as  an  honest  man,  abandon 
the  attempt  to  relieve  the  existing  distress  by  retracing 
the  false  step  icMch  has  been  taken,  and  to  remedy  the 

principles  which  they  have  hitherto  advocated,  and  which  they  haTC 
denounced  their  former  leader  for  having  abandoned  ?  I  say  I  do 
not  believe  it.  I  believe  that  such  a  thing  would  show  that  we  have 
fallen  into  a  lower  status  of  political  morality  than  it  is  allied  they 
now  have  in  France.  I,  on  the  contrary,  believe  the  Ministiy  to  be 
sincere  in  their  professions.  I  Ixjlieve  they  came  into  office  with  a 
view  to  carrying  out  those  professions.  But  are  you  going  to  allow 
them  to  remain  in  office,  to  be  sharpening  their  weapons  in  order  that 
they  may  stab  you  when  they  fiiul  you  off  your  gmu'd  ?  (Cheers.)  " — 
A»hn'orth  :   Cobdcn  and  the  League,  352-3. 
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MCTong  done  by  the  imposition  of  a  moderate  import  duty 
on  corn,^^* 

In  the  course  of  that  same  year,  too,  a  deputation 
had  waited  on  Lord  Derby  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
covering whether  he  was  still  "  sound  '^  on  the  great 
question.  His  answer  to  this  deputation  was  that  they 
should  trust  in  him ;  that  he  would  succeed  yet  in 
restoring  Protection  :  t  and,  after  those  strong  words, 
he  wound  up  by  the  question  whether  what  he  had 
said  should  not  "  secure  ^'  him  "  in  future  from  the 
misrepresentation  that  "  he  "  had  abandoned  Protec- 
tion/'t 

When,  therefore,  on  taking  his  seat  for  the  first 
time  as  Prime  Minister,  Lord  Derby  proceeded  to 
announce  his  policy,  the  world  of  enemies  and  friends 
was  astounded  to  find  that  the  bold,  fluent,  blunt 
defender  of  Protection  was  timid,  hesitating,  and  un- 
intelligible in  his  expressions  of  opinion  on  the  great 
controversy  between  Free  Trade  and  Protection. 

Astonishing  as  was  this  change  of  front,  still  more 

*  Quoted  by  Earl  Grey  on  March  16,  1862 ;  Hansard,  8  S.  cxix. 
1020. 

t  "  Not  two  years  ago  the  noble  Earl  told  a  deputation  of  farmera 
to  trust  to  him  that  he  would  yet  succeed  in  restoring  Protection  ; 
that  he  was  longing  for  the  time,  which  he  was  confident  would 
come,  when  he  should  be  able  to  address  his  followers  in  the 
memorable  words  of  the  noble  Duke  at  the  table,  and  cry,  *  Up, 
Guards,  and  at  them  1 '  (The  Earl  of  Derby  :  *  I  told  them  to  trust 
to  themselves.')  The  noble  Earl  told  them  that  they  must  trust  to 
themselves,  but  that  they  should  also  trust  to  the  party  which  was 
pledged  to  Protection,  and  rally  round  it." — Speech  of  Earl  Grey, 
March  16,  1862  ;  Hamard,  3  S.  cxU.  1017-18. 

X  Quoted  by  Lord  John  Russell,  March  19,  1862 ;  Hansard,  3  S. 
cxiv.  1371-2, 
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strange  was  the  picture  presented  by  tlie  Ministers 
who  were  seeking  re-election.  Never  was  there  such  a 
saturnalia — except,  perhaps,  a  few  months  after,  with 
the  same  performers  in  the  same  piece — never  was 
there  such  a  saturnalia  in  English  politics.  Free 
Trade  was  a  question  which  affected  the  daily  food  of 
all  the  millions  of  British  subjects  directly,  and  indi* 
rectly  the  daily  food  of  all  mankind ;  it  was  the  questioiL 
which  had  been  the  central  and  supreme  subject  of 
political  battle  in  England  for  the  previous  ten  years; 
never,  in  short,  had  the  English  or  any  other  public 
to  deal  with  a  question  of  vaster,  more  far-reaching, 
more  stupendous  importance.  It  is  scarcely  credible, 
though  it  is  unquestionably  true,  that  on  such  a 
subject  this  country  permitted  its  rulers  to  hesitate 
and  trifle,  to  refuse  any  opinion  at  all,  or  to  express 
opinions  the  most  opposite.  The  marvel  that  such 
conduct  should  be  tolerated  appears  the  greater  when 
.;e  remember  that  these  very  men,  who  declined  to 
say  what  they  meant  to  do  in  reference  to  Protection, 
had  lived  and  thrived  and  had  their  whole  political 
being  and  importance  for  years  as  advocates  of  Pro- 
tection. It  is  thus  that  a  nation,  which  boasts  of  its 
seriousness,  its  solidity  of  judgment,  its  bluntness  of 
tongue,  entrusts  its  highest  destinies  to  fools,  triflers, 
and  tricksters. 

Let  us  return  to  the  electoral  masquerade  of  Lord 
Derby's  and  Mr.  Disraeli's  colleagues.  Mr.  Christopher, 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  declared  that 
his    reason  for  accepting  office  "under  the  adminis- 
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tration  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  "  was  "  from  a  conviction 
of  his  sincere  desire  to  reverse  that  financial  and  com- 
mercial policy  which  ha^  proved  so  injurious  to  native 
industry  and  capital"*  But  on  the  other  hand  we 
had  Mr.  Walpole  and  Sir  Frederick  Thesiger :  the 
one  saying  that  "if  we  are  to  have  a  Free  Trade 
policy —  ....  and  I  am  by  no  m£ans  saying  that  that  is 
not  to  be  the  principle  upon  which  you  are  to  a£t ; "  and 
the  other  that  '^  as  to  Protection,  if  the  country  rejects 
it  at  the  next  election,  there  is  an  end  of  it  altogether, 
and  let  it  never  hereafter  be  discussed."  t 

But,  puzzling  as  were  the  announcements  of  the 
subordinate  members  of  the  Ministry,  most  mystifying 
of  all  was  that  of  the  great  professor  of  mystification 
who  had  now  taken  the  position  of  leader  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  his  address  he  hoped  that  "  at  no 
distant  period "  the  Government  will  "  establish  a 
policy  in  conformity  with  the  principles  which  in 
opposition  we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  maintain.''  J 
But  when  he  came  to  define  what  those  principles 
were,  it  was  quite  impossible  to  understand  his 
meaning.  The  point  of  his  address,  however,  seemed 
to  be  that  he  would  adopt  the  plan  he  had  so  often 
recommended  in  Parliament  during  the  previous 
session — that  of  compensating  the  landlords  for  the 
loss  of  Protection  by  the  reduction  of  the  taxation 
upon  land.  § 

In  his  speech  after  re-election  he  was  equally  mys- 

•  Examiner,  March  6,  1852.  J  Ibid, 

t  Spectator,  March  6,  1862.  §  Ibid, 
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terious.  He  declared  that  he  "would  pledge  the 
Government  to  secure  for  the  agricultural  interest 
ample  and  complete  redress ;  "  and  then  he  proceeded 
to  explain  that  the  best  mode  of  "  settlement  for  the 
community  *'  was  the  mode  recommended  by  Mr. 
M'Culloch — viz.,  that  of  a  moderate  fixed  duty.* 
But  he  was  careful  immediately  afterwards  to  add  that 
if  the  country  did  not  approve  of  this  plan  he  would 
not  endeavour  to  carry  it  out.f 

The  reader  has  now  sufficient  material  to  enable  him 
to  see  the  nature  of  the  game  which  Lord  Derby  and 
Mr.  Disraeli  meant  to  play.  They  had  already  clearly 
seen  that  Protection  was — to  use  a  graphic  Americanism 
— "  played  out  '* :  that  the  restoration  of  that  barba- 
rous system  was  hopeless.  But  of  course  they  dared 
not  make  this  open  confession  to  their  followers  at  that 
moment,  and  accordingly,  their  great  object  was  to  gain 

*  Si)eech  of  Mr.  Disraeli  to  bis  constituents.  See  Eaeaminer, 
March  13,  1852.  Mr.  Disraeli  was  afterwards  shown  to  have  been 
guilty  of  a  gross  miKrcprescntation  of  Mr.  M'Culloch's  views  ;  for  thai 
gentleman,  while  stating  his  individual  opinion  that  a  moderate  fixed 
<iut7  would  be  the  best  relief  for  the  grieyances  of  the  landlords,  at 
the  same  time  distinctly  declared  that  any  attempt  to  impoee  nicfa 
a  duty  at  this  i)eri(xl  would  revive  a  dangerous  agitation,  and  woald 
l>e  unwise  and  imi)olitic.  (Sec  TrecUite  on  Taxation  and  tKe  Fundimg 
Si/ittem,  2nd  ed..  2(K).) 

f  *•  I  will  not  iKjlievc,  until  the  country  has  spoken,  that  it  will  not 
sanction  the  policy  rec(jmmended  by  the  highest  autliorities  amongst 
the  Free- Traders — by  men  who  were  PYee-Traders  before  these 
brawling  Frec-Tra<lers  of  the  hour  existed. — (Cheers  and  disappro- 
]>ation.)  ....  If  the  country  in  its  calm  judgment  r^ect  what  I 
heliete  to  he  th/t  advice  of  tvUe  and  vnimpa4iioned  servants  tf  tie 
community^  such  as  tlie  distinguished  writer  to  whom  I  hare  referred, 
thi'  country  muxt  take  the  consequence.*' — Ibid. 
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time,  hoping  that  something  might  turn  up  which  would 
either  enable  them  to  abandon  Protection  altogether,  or 
that  a  change  in  the  temper  of  the  country  would  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  reintroducing  it  under  a  new 
name.  To  adopt  such  a  course  was  a  direct  violation, 
not  only  of  constitutional  precedent,  but  of  the  dictates 
of  political  morality.  It  was  unconstitutional,  for  it  is 
the  first  duty  of  a  Government  to  bring  forward  sub- 
jects for  legislation;  and,  failing  to  find  the  House 
of  Commons  willing  to  accept  these  proposals,  they 
are  bound,  if  they  believe  the  country  along  with  them, 
immediately  to  make  an  appeal  to  it.  It  was  politically 
immoral,  because  the  Derby-Disraeli  Ministry  came 
to  power  by  virtue  of  their  advocacy  of  Protection,  and 
by  Protection,  therefore,  they  were  bound  to  stand  or 
fall. 

When  Mr.  Disraeli  came  to  make  his  statement  on 
first  taking  his  seat  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
after  his  re-election  on  March  15,  his  explanation  was 
found  to  be  still  more  unsatisfactory,  and  naturally 
enough,  still  less  clear,  than  that  of  Lord  Derby.  In 
the  first  place  he  put  forward  the  pretence  that  the 
existing  Government  owed  its  being  to  the  fact  that, 
to  use  the  words  of  Lord  John  Russell,  "the  Queen 
was  without  a  Government/^  * 

The  reader  can  see  what  advantage  Government 
gained  by  such  a  defence;  if  true,  it  would  to 
some  extent  perhaps  relieve  them  from  dealing  at 
once  with  the  question  of  Protection.     There  would 

*  Hansard,  cxiz.  1066. 
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be  an  obvioas  difference  between  their   seeking  for 
office  and  haying  office  forced  upon  them.     If  they 
directly  sought  for  office^  of  course  they   rendered 
themselves    liable    to    a    demand   that    they    should 
immediately  carry  out  their  principles^  but    if   they 
were  forced  into  power  against  their  will,  they  might 
reasonably  ask  to  be  allowed  in  the  first  instance  to 
carry  on  the  business   of  the   country^  which  mast 
otherwise  remain  in  abeyance.     But  the  pretence  that 
office  was  forced  upon  them,  as  Lord  John  Russell 
afterwards  pointed  out,  was  a  completely  false  one. 
The  Protectionist  party  had  never  failed  to  join  with 
the  enemies  of  the  late  Government,  and  the  Russell 
Ministry  would   still   have   been  in  existence  had  it 
not   been   that   the    Protectionists    had   united   with 
Lord   Palmorston  against  it  on  a  vote   upon  a  vital 
question. 

When  Mr.  Disnujli  came  to  explain  his  policy,  he  still 
more  clearly  ilhistratod  the  system  of  prevarication 
upon  which  his  government  was  founded.  Mr.  Vilhers, 
on  the  part  of  the  Free-Traders,  had  asked  for  a  defini- 
tive declaration  of  principles.  Mr.  Disraeli  began, 
characteristic^illy  enough,  by  stating  that  he  would 
frankly  and  fairly  answer  the  question  of  Mr.  Villiers 
— a  preface  which,  to  all  who  knew  him,  was  a  very 
significant  warning  that  he  meant  to  say  nothing  which 
had  the  smallest  tinge  of  cither  frankness  or  fairness. 
He  omitted  all  mention  of  the  fixed  duty  upon  which 
he  had  been  so  eloquent  in  Buckinghamshire,  and  he 
did  not  say  a  word  which  could  be  interpreted  into 
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a  definite  declaration  as  to  whether  the  Goyemment 
was  a  Protectionist  Government  or  not. 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  followed  by  Lord  John  Russell  and 
several  other  Free  Trade  leaders.  Sir  James  Graham 
significantly  remarked  that  "  it  is  not,  however,  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  House  that  I  seek  for  the  explanations.^'  * 
Sir  James  then  pointed  out  the  extraordinary  difference 
between  the  expressions  of  opinion  by  the  different 
members  of  the  Government,  pointedly  contrasting 
the  frankness  of  some  of  those  gentlemen  with  the 
duplicity  of  Mr.  DisraeU.f  Mr.  Gladstone  also  sup- 
ported the  demand  for  clear  explanation  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  and  demonstrated  clearly  the 
unconstitutional  character  of  their  delay  in  dissolv- 
ing Parliament.  Another  remarkable  speech  in  this 
debate  was  that  of  Mr.  Oswald.  That  gentleman, 
explaining  that  he  himself   had   been  denounced  as 

a  traitor  and  renegade  for  following  Sir  Robert  Peel 
in  his  abandonment  of  Protection  in  1846,  prophesied 
that  the  very  persons  who  had  applied  these  epithets 
to  him  were  now  about  to  abandon  Protection,  and 
were  about  to  hear  in  their  own  ears  the  insults  they 
had  showered  on  others ;  %  and  Sir  Alexander  Cockburn 
neatly  summarised  the  policy  of  Mr.  Disraeli  as 
meaning,  ''Heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose."§ 

Those  scenes  took   place  on  March  15,  and  a  day 
or  two   afterwards   a  very   remarkable  circumstance 

•  HauJiard,  8  S.  cxix.  1083.  %  Ibid.  1102—1110. 

t  Ibid.  1088.  S  Und.  1124. 

28 
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occurred.  While  the  Ministry  of  Lord  John  Russell 
was  still  in  existence^  Sir  John  Pakington  gave 
notice  of  a  motion  in  reference  to  colonial  sugar. 
Now^  the  then  existing  duties  on  foreign  sugar  were 
to  terminate  on  July  5^  and  the  motion  of  Sir  John 
Pakington  was  to  the  effect  that  this  enactment 
should  not  be  carried  out^  and  that  some  small  measure 
of  protection  should  still  be  continued  to  the  colonial 
grower.*  But,  marvellous  to  relate,  Sir  John,  imme- 
diately on  his  accession  to  office  as  Colonial  Secretary 
in  a  Protectionist  cabinet,  in  place  of  attempting 
to  carry  out  his  ideas,  gave  notice  of  the  with- 
drawal of  this  Protectionist  motion.  Lord  John 
Russell,  taking  this  as  his  text,  addressed  on  the 
19th  March  an  inquiry  to  the  Chancellor  of,  the 
Exchequer  as  to  the  time  when  the  Government 
intended  to  dissolve  Parliament.  Of  course  he  received 
an  evasive  reply  ;t  and,  naturally  dissatisfied,  he  asked 
for  a  further  explanation. J  The  reply  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  a  model  of  frankness  and  politeness.  **  I  do  not 
feel,''  he  said,  **  called  on  to  give  any  further  explana- 
tion to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord.''  § 

On  the  same  evening,  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
another  attempt  was  made  to  force  the  Government 
into  an  explanation  of  their  policy.  Mr.  Bemal 
Osborne  happily  described  Mr.  Disraeli's  tactics  as 
a  system  of  "Italian  mystification"  in  which  the 
'^  cloven  foot  of  protection  "  was  concealed  '*  under  the 

♦  HanRard.  cxix.  1036.  f  J^id.  1301. 

X  Ihid.  1299—1302.  §  Ibid.  1302. 
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smock-frock  of  official  reserve;''*  and  Sir  Benjamin 
Hall  quoted  some  passages  from  Mr.  Disraeli's 
philippics  against  Peel  on  account  of  his  abandon- 
ment of  Protection,  which  were  very  apposite  at  this 
hour  in  connection  with  Mr.  Disraeli's  abandonment 
of  exactly  the  same  cause.f  But  the  most  remarkable 
speech  of  the  evening  was  that  of  Mr.  Cobden,  who 
showed  in  the  clearest  manner  that  the  existing 
Grovernment  was  founded  on  Protection,  and  that 
unless  it  meant  to  use  its  exertions  to  restore  Pro- 
tection, it  had  no  right  to  exist.}  Mr.  Bright,  taking 
up  the  same  line  of  argument,  warned  the  farmers  that 
they  were  *'  deluded  dupes  "  on  whose  shoulders  the 
Ministry  had  "scrambled"  to  their  "seats  of  power." § 

Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  made  no  attempt  to  further 
enlighten  the  country  as  to  his  policy.  He  contented 
himself,  knowing  that  no  vote  would  be  immediately 
taken,  with  the  barefaced  assertion  that  his  Govern- 
ment was  not  in  a  minority  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Before  the  work  of  again  cross-examining  the 
Government  on  their  policy  of  duplicity  could  be 
resumed,  circumstances  gave  them  an  opportunity  of 
achieving  a  victory  which  greatly  strengthened  their 
position.  The  Government  of  Lord  John  Russell 
had  prepared  the  public  mind  for  the  belief  that  an 

♦  Ihid.  1310.  t  -?WJ.  1326—1336.  %  IbU,  1389. 

§  Ihid.  1396.  "  I  say  to  you,"  said  Mr.  Bright  also,  "  we  will  try  if 
we  cannot  break  op  a  confederated  imposture.*' — Ihid,  Does  not  the 
last  phrase  recall  Mr.  Disraeli's  "  organised  hypocrisy  "  ?  But  how 
much  more  truth  was  there  in  Mr.  Bright's  attack  than  in  that  of 
Mr.  DisraeU  ? 
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increase  in  the  defences  of  the  coantrj  was  required ; 
and,  taking  up  this  idea,  the  new  Ministry  brought 
forward  another  Militia  Bill.  The  measure  was 
opposed  by  Lord  John  Russell  and  some  other 
members  of  the  late  Government ;  but  was  supported 
very  generally,  and  found  a  most  potent  advoeate 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  Lord  Palmerston,  and 
in  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  Duke  of  Wellingtcm. 
The  result  was,  that  when  the  divisioii  came,  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  were  but  165,  while  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Grovernment  were  355.  Thia  over- 
whelming  triumph  naturally  added  to  their  prestige, 
and  encouraged  them  to  proceed  in  their  determina- 
tion to  rule  the  country  for  some  time  longer  without 
any  definite  declaration  of  their  policy. 

But  the  time  at  last  approached  when  Mr.  Disraeli 
could  no  longer  conceal  his  hand.  On  April  30  he 
introduced  his  Budget.  The  speech  he  delivered  on 
the  occasion  was  as  bold  and  remarkable  as  any 
that  was  ever  delivered  in  the  House  of  Commons.* 
Amid  the  melancholy  faces  of  his  supporters  and  the 
continued  cheers  of  his  opponents,  he  practically 
abandoned  Protection ;  in  fact,  the  whole  speech  was 
one  triumphant  vindication  of  the  results  of  Free 
Trade.  He  showed  that,  instead  of  being  reduced, 
the  revenue  of  the  country  had  steadily  and  largely 
increased.  He  showed  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  coffee,  on  timber,  and  on  sugar,  had  largely 
increased  the    consumption  of    each  of    these   three 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  cxzi.  9—36. 
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articles^  and  lie  admitted  that  as  a  result  tlie  loss 
of  revenue  was  far  less  than  had  been  anticipated.* 

The  reader  will  not  fail  to  remember  that  the  man 
who  was  describing  the  "marvellous  results/'  as 
he  later  on  called  them,t  produced  by  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  sugar,  was  the  same  man^  who  from 
1846  downwards  had  been  constantly  and  persist^ 
ently  declaring  that  the  abolition  of  those  duties 
would  be  ruinous  to  the  Colonies  !  % 

•  The  duty  on  coffee  had  in  the  prcTions  year  been  reduced  from 
sixpence  per  pound  on  f orei|!7i  and  fourpence  on  colonial  to  a  uniform 
duty  of  threepence.  The  result  has  been  an  inoreaae  in  the  con- 
sumption not  only  of  foreign,  but  of  colonial  coffee :  as  a  consequence, 
while  the  loss  of  duty  was  estimated  at  £176,000,  the  real  loss  was 
£112,000. — Ibid,  22.  The  duty  on  foreign  timber  had  been  reduced 
from  15«.  to  7<.  6c2.  hewn,  and  from  20«.  to  10«.  on  sawn  timber. 
Though  the  duty  had  been  thus  reduced  by  one-half,  the  real  had 
been  about  half  the  estimated  loss :  the  real  loss  was  £126,000,  the 
estimated  loss  £206,000. — llnd.  Then,  coming  to  the  question  of 
sugar,  he  showed  that  the  case  of  the  Pree-Traders  was  even  still 
more  clearly  proved.  He  pointed  out  that  since  the  alteration  in  the 
sugar  duties  in  1846,  the  increase  of  the  consumption  had  amounted 
to  so  large  a  figure  as  38  per  cent.  The  result  of  this  marvellons 
increase  was  that,  while  the  estimated  lose  on  this  department  of  the 
revenue  had  been  £330,000  or  £840,000,  the  actual  loss  had  been 
£309  \—lbid.  23. 

t  lUd.  28. 

X  I  wonder  if  Mr.  Disraeli,  while  he  was  making  this  recantation 
of  his  opinion  on  the  sugar  duties,  recalled  a  scene  with  Lord  George 
Bentinck  which  he  has  himself  described  with  much  apparent  satis- 
faction. In  the  Session  of  1847,  Lord  George  obtained  the  appoint- 
ment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  sugar  and  coffee  duties. 
While  this  committee  was  sitting.  "  Surplice,"  a  horse  with  which, 
among  the  rest  of  his  stud.  Lord  George  had  parted,  won  the  Derby. 
This,  according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield,  caused  Bentinck  much  annoy- 
ance ('Life  of  Bentinck,"  639):  a  few  days  afterwards,  however, 
the  Committee  adopted  a  resolution  of  a  Protective  character ;  and 
this  is  how  Lord  Beaconsfield  describes  the  result :  ^*  But  on  Monday, 
the  29th,  when  the  resolatdon  in  favour  of  a  lOf.  differential  duty  for 
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Finally,  Mr.  Disraeli  concluded  liis  address  by 
announcing  that,  owing  to  tlie  shortness  of  the  period 
since  he  had  received  office,  he  was  bound  to  accept 
the  budget  of  his  predecessor.* 

Such  a  speech  was  naturally  receiyed  with  the 
greatest  delight  by  the  Free-Traders;  and  it  is  also 
fair  to  say  that  Mr.  Disraeli  got  compliments,  and  well- 
deserved  compliments,  from  all  sides  of  the  House, 
for  the  lucidity  and  ability  of  his  first  address  as 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But  the  point  every  one 
of  the  Liberal  speakers  insisted  upon  was,  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  proved  their  case  as  clearly  as  any  one 
of  themselves  could.  Mr.  Disraeli  ''had  made  out," 
Aaid  Sir  Charles  Wood,  ''  what  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  consider  a  triumphant  case  for  the  policy  which 
we  have  advocated." t  "He  had,"  said  Mr.  Hume, 
"  shown  by  figures  and  in  language  which  conld  not 
be  misunderstood,  that  the  policy  which  had  been 
followed  ever  since  1842  had  been  most  successful."} 
Mr.  Gladstone  was  ''  perfectly  satisfied "  to  leave  the 

the  colonies  had  at  the  last  moment  been  carried,  and  carried  by  hi» 
caatiTig  vote,  *  the  blue  ribbons  of  the  turf '  were  aU  forgotten.  Kot 
for  all  the  honours  and  succcssed  of  all  the  meetings,  spring  or 
autumn,  Newmarket,  Epsom,  Goodwood,  Doncaater,  woald  he  have 
exchanged  that  hour  of  rapture.  His  eye  sparkled  with  fire,  hif 
nostril  dilate<l  with  triumph,  his  brow  was  elate  like  a  conqneror. 
his  sanguine  spirit  saw  a  future  of  continued  and  illimitable  sacccF^ 
*We  have  saved  the  colonies,' he  said,  *  saved  the  colonie9.  I  knew 
it  must  be  so.  It  it  the  hnell  of  Free  Trade:  "  C*  Life  of  Bentinck.'* 
639-40.)  We  see  how  Mr.  Disraeli  justified  this  prophecy.  It  was  wrll 
for  Bentinck,  perhaps,  after  all,  that  he  died  so  soon.  The  friends  of 
liord  Beaconsfield,  whom  the  gods  love,  die  young. 
•  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxi.  36-6.  f  I^^d,  37.  J  IhitL  42. 
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case  of  tho  commercial  policy  of  the  last  few  years  "  to 
remain  on  the  very  able  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer."  *     And 
finally,  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Bright,  *'  had 
stood  forth  in  the  face  of  the  House  and  the  country 
to   bless    the    policy   which    he    had    so    frequently 
censured."  t     But  the  thoroughly  Free-Trade  character 
of  the  speech  is  still  more  clearly  shown  by  the  halting 
praises   of   Mr.  Disraeli's  supporters,  which  contrast 
very  curiously  with  the  enthusiastic  eulogiums  of  his 
opponents.   Mr.  Baring  denied  the  existence  of  the  pros- 
perity  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  spoken  about.  J    Sir  John 
Tyrell  made  some  blundering  attempt  to  reconcile  the 
good  condition  of  the  Revenue  with  the  bad  condition 
of  trade. §     And  poor  Sir  John  Pakington  endeavoured 
to  explain  that  while  this   country  had  gained,  the 
colonies  had  lost,  by  the  decrease  in  the  price  of  sugar.  || 
It  shows  a  curious  contrast  in  the  manner  in  which 
other  people  treat  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  the  manner  in 
which  he  treats  them,  that  this  shameless  abandon- 
ment of  Protection,  by  one  who  had  exhausted  his 
abundant    vocabulary    of    vituperation     against    the 
abandonment  of  Protection  by  another  Minister,  this 
public  act  of  apostacy  by  a  man  who  had  risen  to  his 
present    position   as   a   denouncer  of    apostacy,   was 
not  made  the  object  of  any  severe  personal  attacks. 
Mr.  Hume  made  a  brief  allusion  to  this  remarkable 
change,  but  with  his  usual  good-nature  his  reproach 

*  Ihid.  51.  X  Ihid.  47-8.  0  I^i^'  68-71. 

t  llnd.  68.  §  Ibid,  66-8. 
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took  the  form  of  a  mild  expression  of  the  hope  that 
Mr.  Disraeli  looked  back  with  regret  and  ren^orse 
on  his  past  career^  and  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
treated  and  persecuted  the  late  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  first  introduced  the  system.*  "  Would  to  Gk)d/' 
said  Mr.  Wakley,  who  was  a  little  more  emphatic,  *'  Sir 
Robert  Peel  had  been  alive  to  listen  to  the  profound 
homage  paid  him  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  exposition  of  the  facts  which  he  submitted  to  the 
House  to-night !  '^  t  And  so  Mr.  Disraeli  was  allowed 
to  make  his  recantation. 

As  the  country  party,  however,  were  not  yet  quite 
prepared  to  swallow  this  wholesale  abandonment  of 
Protection,  and  as  their  murmurs  grew  loud  and 
threatening,  it  became  necessary  for  the  Ministry  to 
make  another  change  of  front.  The  manner  in  which 
this  was  done  was  certainly  extraordinary,  if  not  un- 
precedented. Speaking  shortly  after  the  introduction 
of  the  Budget  at  a  banquet  in  the  City,  Lord  Derby 
had  the  boldness  to  refer  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  DisraeH. 
The  municipal  dignitaries  were  then  favoured  with  the 
information  that  Mr.  Disraeli  had  not  meant  all  he  had 
said  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The  representatives 
of  the  people,  in  fact.  Lord  Derby  whispered  to  the 
Aldermen,  were  being  taken  in ;  it  was  necessaiy  to 
m*ake  them  think  the  Government  intended  to  adopt 
Free  Trade ;  but  that  was  only  Mr.  Disraeli^s  "  little 
game.'' 

Shortly  after  this  move  in  the  extraordinary  system 

•  Ihxd,  43.  t  ^^w'-  fi6. 
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of  self-contradiction  which  the  Government  were  pur- 
suing^ there  came  another  revelation  of  the  Ministerial 
mind.  This  was  Mr.  Disraeli's  address  to  his 
Buckinghamshire  constituents.  The  address,  like  the 
speech  on  the  Budget,  was  an  open  avowal  of  the 
abandonment  of  Protection.  Indeed,  it  seemed  as  if 
there  were  a  sort  of  tacit  agreement  between  Lord 
Derby  and  his  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
while  one  of  them  should  satisfy  the  manufacturers, 
the  other  should  reassure  the  terrified  agriculturists. 
In  this  address  Mr.  Disraeli  boldly  declared  that  the 
time  had  gone  by  for  the  recurrence  of  Protection.  The 
spirit  of  the  age,  he  said,  was  against  any  such  mea- 
sure, and  no  statesman  could  afford  to  disregard  the 
genius  of  the  epoch  in  which  he  lived.  And  then  he 
went  back  to  his  old  scheme  of  compensating  for  the 
loss  of  Protection  by  a  decrease  of  local  taxation.*  But 
even  in  this  promise  of  relief  he  was  studiously  vague. 
He  would  go  no  farther  than  to  say  that  it  seemed  to 
"  lo(ym  in  the,  future/^  t — an  expression  that  caused  a 
good  deal  of  comment  and  amusement. 

On  June  14  the  Opposition  made  one  other  effort  to 
discover  what  the  Minister  really  intended  to  do.  After 
proposing  a  motion  condemnatory  of  Lord  Malmesbury's 
policy  in  reference  to  a  gentleman  named  Mather,  who 
had  been  ill  treated  by  an  Austrian  officer  at  Florence, 
Lord  John  Russell  took  occasion  to  give  a  general 
review  of  the  Ministerial  policy.  He  pointed  out  how 
Lord  Derby  had  declared  emphatically,  and  how  the 

♦  Timet,  June  7, 1852.  f  ^^rf- 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  backed  up  the  declara- 
tion^ that  a  moderate  duty  upon  com  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  interest  of  agriculture,  and  then  pro- 
ceeded to  show  how  gradually  the  Government  had 
withdrawn  from  this  position^  and  had  shown  that 
'^  this  desirable  measure  was  to  be  abandoned/'  *  He 
next  pointed  out  the  remarkable  contrast  between 
the  thoroughly  Free-Trade  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
on  introducing  his  Budget^  and  the  Protectionist 
gloss  that  had  been  put  on  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  by 
Lord  Derby  in  the  City ;  t  *^iid  he  showed  how, 
as  a  result  of  this  disagreement  between  the  decla- 
rations of  the  Ministers,  different  supporters  of  the 
Government  were  seeking  election  in  different  con- 
stituencies on  diametrically  opposite  principles — ^how 
at  one  place  an  adherent  of  Lord  Derby  put  him- 
self forward  as  an  unconverted  Protectionist,  and  in 
another  place  another  adherent  of  the  existing  Ministry 
declared  himself  as  emphatically  in  favour  of  Free 
Trade.  % 

Mr.  Disraeli's  reply  was  characteristically  auda- 
cious. He  had  the  face  to  deny  that  either  he  or  the 
Protectionist  party  had  ever  asked  for  a  recurrence  of 
the  laws  that  existed  previous  to  1846.  "You  cannot," 
he  said,  "  recall  a  single  speech  to  that  effect ;  I  defy 
anybody  to  quote  any  speech  that  I  ever  made,  or  any 
sentence  that  I  ever  uttered,  that  recommended  such 
a  course  as  desirable  or  possible.''  § 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxii.  636.  X  Ibid. 

t  Ibid.  637.  §  Ibid,  692. 
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This  statement,  as  the  reader  who  has  followed  these 
pages  will  well  know,  was  audaciously  false.  Not  in 
a  single  speech,  but  in  scores  of  speeches — not  in  one 
sentence,  but  in  a  hundred — did  Mr.  Disraeli  suggest 
that  the  restoration  of  the  Protectionist  laws  was 
"desirable"  and  "possible."  He  told  the  Bucks 
electors  in  1847,  the  reader  will  remember,  that  though 
an  attempt  to  restore  Protection  might  not  be  advis- 
able at  the  moment,  its  restoration  in  the  course  of 
time  was  inevitable.  Both  in  1847  and  1848  he 
suggested  that  the  policy  of  Free  Trade  should  be 
reversed.  It  is  quite  true  that  as  time  went  on  he  gra- 
dually changed  his  tone ;  but  not  until  he  saw  office  in 
sight  did  he  ever  once  even  hint  that  the  days  of  Pro- 
tection were  past.  I  have  not,  as  I  have  before  said,  the 
least  doubt  that  Mr.  Disraeli  knew,  from  1846  onwards, 
that  any  attempt  to  once  more  raise  the  price  of  bread 
would  be  futile ;  but  this  was  a  conviction  which  he 
carefully  concealed  within  his  own  bosom.  For  years  he 
allowed  his  followers  to  cherish  the  idea  that  a  return 
of  Protection  was  a  possibility.  It  was  the  conviction 
that  Free  Trade  might  be  reversed  and  Protection 
restored  that  kept  together  his  party,  and  maintained 
his  position  as  one  of  its  leaders.  By  insisting,  time 
after  time,  on  some  measure  which  had  more  or  less 
of  a  Protectionist  air,  he  kept  up  that  division  be- 
tween Sir  Robert  Peel  and  his  supporters  which  pre- 
vented the  reunion  of  the  different  elements  of  the 
Conservative  party.  If  it  were  most  true,  and  it  was 
most  false,  that  he  had  never  advocated  the  restoration 
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of  Protection  as  desirable  or  possible,  thea^  in  aoting 
as  the  leader  of  a  Protectionist  partj,  be  bad  pimcUsei 
for  years  a  game  of  sbameless  deception^  and  oi 
deception  wbicb  was  fatal  to  the  interests  of  those  hi 
professed  to  serve. 

It  was  equally  false  to  say  that  bis  party  had 
not  advocated  a  return  to  Protection  as  deairaUt 
or  possible.  Let  ns  take  only  the  most  promuuBl 
members  of  his  party.  We  have  just  seen  what  Mr. 
Disraeli's  chief  had  said  in  1851  about  the  ponibility 
of  restoring  Protection.  Lord  Malmesbnry  was  at 
this  moment  another  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  oolleagae% 
and  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs.  At  a  ProtectiomBt 
meeting  held  in  Dmry  Lane  Theatre  on  June  26,  1849, 
that  noble  Lord  declared  that  it  was  not  yet  too  kis 
to  retrace  the  mischievous  legislation  of  1846,  and  be 
emphasized  this  declaration  by  one  of  those  appeals  to 
the  Deity,  at  once  vehement  and  fiuniliar,  wbiob  art 
characteristic  of  ranting  preachers  and  Tory  lords.^ 
And  finally,  Mr.  Christopher,  as  has  also  been  seosi 
had,  within  a  few  weeks  of  this  speech  of  Mr.  Disraelii 
announced  to  his  constituents  that  his  chief  motive  in 
joining  the  Ministry  of  Lord  Derby  was  his  convictioii 
that  the  policy  of  Free  Trade  would  be  reversed* 

In  this  speech,  also,  Mr.  Disraeli  indicated  his  readi- 


*  Irving,  163.  Lord  Malroesbary,  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
Trade  theory  woald  never  be  consummated,  added  this  betntifol 
sentiment :  "  Bat  should  it  please  Qod  in  His  anger  that  it  iliosUl 
be  effected,  then  would  this  great  kingdom  soon  return  to  its  nctmal 
and  natural  state — a  weather-beaten  island  in  a  northern  sea.**  This 
passage  invites  comment,  but  I  abstain. 
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ness  to  abandon  even  the  small  fixed  duty,  on  which 
both  he  and  Lord  Derby  had  formerly  been  so  vehement. 
It  was  a  proposal,  he  said,  to  which  he  would  ''not 
pin"  his  "  political  career  "  nor  make  "  the  basis  "  of  his 
*' policy,"  and  he  even  ventured  to  denounce  it  as 
"invested  "  "  with  popular  odium,*'  as  "disliked  by  the 
people, "  *  and  as  one  which  the  "  popular  will  repudi- 
ates." t 

On  July  1,  Parliament  was  dismissed,  and  the  same 
discreditable  scenes  which  took  place  when  the  Minis- 
ters sought  re-election  in  the  previous  March,  were 
repeated  on  a  larger  scale.  The  ambiguous  and  con- 
tradictory language  of  the  Government  had  its  natural 
and  its  desired  consequence.  The  Ministerial  candi- 
date, like  the  Government  itself,  had  no  policy  beyond 
that  which  suited  the  hour  and  the  place.  Where 
Free-Trade  professions  were  likely  to  produce  success, 
the  supporter  of  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli  was  a 
Free-Trader ;  where  the  faith  in  Protection  still  sur- 
vived, the  supporter  of  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  a  Protectionist. 

But  these  contradictions  were  not  confined  to  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  Protectionist  party ;  there  was  the 
same  startling  diversity  between  the  utterances  of  the 
Ministers  themselves.  Speaking  at  his  election  dinner 
in  Bucks,  "  Why,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  no  one  can  sup- 
pose that  the  present  administration  has  any  intention 
of  taxing  the  food  of  the  people,  or  of  bringing  back 
the  laws  repealed  in  1846."      "  The  question  of  Protec- 

♦  iWrf.  692.  t  Ib^'  698. 
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tion,"*  said  Lord  Stanley  (now  Lord  Derby)  at  Kin^8 
Lynn,  "  is  set  at  rest,  and  I  am  glad  of  if  Mr.  Chria- 
topher  in  Lincolnshire,  Mr.  Walpole  at  Midhurst,  and 
Lord  John  Manners  at  Colchester,  on  the  other  hand, 
still  dropped  suggestions  that  the  good  old  days  of 
Protection  were  close  at  hand.t  Still  more  flagrant 
was  the  case  of  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly.  Solicitor-General 
in  the  Ministry  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  he  had,  of  course, 
supported  the  Free-Trade  measure  of  that  statesman 
in  1846.  At  this  election  of  1852,  he  had  the  face  to 
go  back  on  his  former  professions  and  votes,  and  to 
make  a  violent  Protectionist  harangue.^  The  CSenend 
Election,  in  fact,  degenerated  into  a  political  Donny- 
brook,  in  which  all  principles  were  confused  and  all 
political  morality  vanished. § 

The  new  Parliament  met  on  November  11.  The 
speech  from  the  Throne  contained  a  single  paragraph 
in  reference  to  the  all-absorbing  controversy  of  the 
hour,  and  that  paragraph  was  studiously  ambiguoua 
The  "  improved  condition  of  the  country,  and  especially 
of  the  industrious  classes,"  was  first  admitted,  and  then 

*  Irving's  Annale,  229. 

t  Ilnd, 

X  Ibid, 

§  Macaulay  very  happily  described  the  action  of  the  Ministerial^ 
**  Not  only  did  they  suit  their  language  to  town  or  country  coo- 
stituencies,  but  individual  candidates  were  seen  from  the  same 
reason  to  change  all  their  former  professions.  Lord  Maidstone,  ft 
vehement  Protectionist,  adopted  the  policy  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  when 
standing  for  Westminster ;  while  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  Peel's  Solicitor^ 
General,  made  a  speech  at  East  Suffolk  which  might  have  been  oom- 
posed  out  of  Lord  Maidstone's  hexameters.  The  one  forgot  bis  Toteii 
the  other  his  verse." — Irving,  229. 
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a  suggestion  was  made  that  certain  important  interests 
should  be  compensated,  if  Parliament  were  of  opinion 
that  such  interests  had  been  injured  by  recent  legisla- 
tion.* 

This  was  certainly  the  most  extraordinary  speech 
that  had  ever  yet  been  delivered  from  the  Throne ; 
and  never  had  so  gross  an  attempt  been  made  by 
a  Government  to  continue  existence  without  any 
declaration  of  principles.  This  marks  a  further  and 
bolder  step  in  the  abandonment  of  the  opinions  by 
which  the  Ministry  had  risen  to  power.  They  had 
begun  by  declaring  that  Protection,  in  all  its  plenitude, 
should  be  restored:  then  some  of  the  leaders  had 
suggested  that  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a  moderate 
duty :  next  came  the  bright  idea  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  that 
the  land  should  be  compensated  for  the  loss  of  Pro- 
tection by  the  decrease  of  taxation :  and  now  even 
that  last  and  smallest  remedy  is  abandoned.  But  that 
is  not  the  worst  part  of  the  case  against  the  Ministry. 
During  all  the  years  which  had  followed  the  abandon- 
ment of  Protection,  Lord  Derby,  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  the 
other  Protectionist  leaders,  as  the  reader  has  seen,  daily 

*  This  is  the  text  of  the  paragraph  :  "  It  gives  me  pleasure  to  be 
enabled,  by  the  blessing  of  Providence,  to  congratulate  you  on  the 
generally  improved  condition  of  the  country,  and  especially  of  the  in- 
dustrious classes.  If  you  should  be  of  opinion  that  recent  legislation, 
in  contributing,  with  other  causes,  to  this  happy  result,  has  at  the 
same  time  inflicted  unavoidable  injury  on  certain  important  interests, 
I  recommend  you  dispassionately  to  consider  how  far  it  may  be  prac- 
ticable equitably  to  mitigate  that  injury,  and  to  enable  the  industry 
of  the  country  to  meet  successfully  that  unrestricted  competition  to 
which  Parliament,  in  its  wisdom,  has  decided  that  it  should  be  sab- 
jected."— ^aiwarrf,  3  8.  cxxiii.  19,  20. 
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declared  that  Free  Trade  had  inflicted  incalculable 
injury  on  the  country  in  general  and  on  the  land  in 
particular.  The  abolition  of  the  Sugar  Duties  had 
ruined  our  West  Indian,  the  abolition  of  the  Umber 
Duties  had  ruined  our  American  colonies :  the  repeal 
of  the  Navigation  Laws  had  destroyed  our  shipping : 
and  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  com  had  lowered  the 
wages  of  the  labourer  and  the  rents  of  the  landlord. 
Well,  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  previous  session  had  openly 
abandoned  the  Protectionists  case  on  sugar  and  on 
timber,  and  lastly  on  the  Navigation  Laws.  But  there 
was  still  one  point  to  be  surrendered:  that  was  the 
case  of  the  landlords,  and  their  claim  for  oompensation. 
The  grievance  of  the  landlord  had  appeared  in  nearly 
every  one  of  his  speeches  on  commercial  policy  for  the 
last  six  years,  and  the  justice  of  compensating  for  this 
grievance  by  a  reduction  of  taxation.  What  I  have 
already  written  explains  why  he  should  have  adhered 
to  this  idea  so  obstinately.  It  was  the  only  alternative 
he  had  to  offer  for  the  impossible  plan  of  restoring 
Protection  altgether,  or  even  in  the  modified  form  of » 
small  import  duty :  it  was  the  last  charge  under  which 
he  covered  his  retreat  from  Protection.  Accordingly, 
we  find  that  even  in  his  speeches  in  the  previous  recess 
in  which  he  abandoned  so  many  things,  he  still  main- 
tained the  idea  of  relieving  the  land.  The  elections 
were  still  going  on — the  Protectionists  still  demanded 
some  sop ;  and  so  this  bait  was  dangled  before  their 
eyes.  But  the  constituencies  had  now  given  their 
answer:    that  answer  had  been  fatal  to    Protection 
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under  any  shape ;  and  thus  the  last  poor  consolation  of 
the  landlord  was  as  freely  abandoned  as  all  the  other 
articles  of  the  Protectionist  creed.  The  distress  of  the 
landlords,  and  the  necessity  for  relief,  were  in  all  the 
speeches  before  the  final  result,  put  forward  boldly,  dis- 
tinctly, vehemently,  as  an  indisputable  fact.  In  the 
speech  from  the  throne,  the  tone  is  completely  altered. 
"  If  you  should  be  of  opinion  that  recent  legislation  *' 
has  "  inflicted  unavoidable  injury  on  certain  important 
interests,  I  recommend  you  to  dispassionately  consider," 
etc. — the  distress  of  the  landlord  and  his  claim  for 
relief  are  relegated  to  the  region  of  the  hypothetical.  It 
is  one  of  the  many  questions  Parliament  must  decide : 
as  to  the  opinion  of  the  Ministry — they  really  know 
nothing  about  it.  Here  was  a  new  departure,  with  a 
vengeance,  in  the  art  of  governing  by  party. 

The  Free-Traders  were  determined,  however,  not  to 
let  the  Government  escape  with  ambiguous  declarations, 
luid  Parliament  had  scarcely  met  when  Mr.  Villiers 
again  came  forward  with  a  demand  for  a  definite 
proclamation  of  principles.  In  the  debate  on  the 
address  Mr.  Villiers  announced  the  general  character  of 
a  motion  he  intended  to  bring  forward  at  the  earliest 
opportunity.*  Lord  John  Russell  also  complained  of 
the  vagueness  of  the  speech  from  the  throne,  and  of 
the  ambiguity  of  the  Ministerial  action,  t  He  showed 
how,  during  the  elections,  the  countrj'  had  been  utterly 
perplexed  by  the  contradictory  declarations  of  members 
of  the  Protectionist  party,t  and  how,  even  still,  when 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxiU.  70—75.        f  ^*m/.  80.        %  Hid,  81. 
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the  country  had  distinctly  declared  against  them  and 
their  policy,  the  Cabinet  refused  to  definitely  announce 
their  abandonment  of  Protection ;  *  and,  finally,  he  called 
upon  Mr.  Disraeli  to  emerge  from  that  mist  in  which, 
''like  some  of  the  goddesses  of  old/'  he  "loves  to  conceal 
himself."  t 

Mr.  Disraeli,  in  his  reply,  made  the  distinct  decla- 
ration that,  in  future,  the  commercial  system  of  the 
country  should  be  conducted  on  the  principle  of 
''  unrestricted  competition ;  %  and  the  declaration  was 
noted  by  several  subsequent  speakers  as  decisive  as 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Chanceller  of  the  Exchequer,  at 
least,  on  the  question  of  Free  Trade  or  Protection. 
He  went  on  to  disclaim  the  idea  of  giving  "  compen- 
sation for  losses  which  have  been  occasioned  by  changes 
in  the  legislation  which  heretofore  regulated  the  com- 
merce of  this  country,"  § — in  other  words,  he  aban- 
doned the  main  ground  of  the  numberless  motions  and 
speeches  he  had  made  on  agricultural  distress  since 
1846.  He  then  gave  a  glimpse  of  the  scheme  by 
which  he  hoped,  while  not  enraging  the  Free-Traders, 
to  soothe  the  Protectionists.  It  was  his  intention  to 
propose  "a  proper  revision  of  our  taxation/'  so  as 
to  "  make  our  financial  system  more  in  harmony  with 
our  commercial  system."  (| 

This  phrase,  "  revision  of  taxation,"  was  one  of  the 
latest  productions  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  art  of  concealing 
the  same  idea  under  difierent  language.     He  had  used 

♦  Ihid.  81-82.  X  Ihid.  86.  ||  Ihid, 

t  Ihid,  83.  §  Ibid.  88. 
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the  phrase  frequently,  and  with  considerable  success, 
during  the  recess.  He  saw,  of  course,  that  the  idea  of 
compensating  the  landlords  for  the  loss  of  Protection 
was  altogether  impracticable — in  the  shape,  at  least, 
in  which  he  had  formerly  clothed  the  proposal.  His 
plan,  as  we  know,  in  his  pre-Ministerial  days,  was  to 
relieve  the  land  of  a  considerable  quantity  of  local 
burdens.  That  plan,  under  the  name  of  compensation, 
being  impossible,  he  now  advanced  the  same  scheme 
under  the  name  of  "  revision  of  taxation."  We  shall 
see  more  clearly  his  object  by-and-by,  when  we  come 
to  the  production  of  his  Budget. 

It  might  have  been  expected  that  this  further  aban- 
donment by  Mr.  Disraeli  of  his  former  opinions  would 
have  brought  down  on  him  a  severe  castigation  from 
those  who  remembered  his  own  attacks  on  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  But  it  is  one  of  the  advantages  of  a  man  like 
ilr.  Disraeli,  that  other  people  are  too  scrupulous,  or  too 
gentle,  or  too  proud,  to  use  against  him  arts  which  he 
would  employ  against  them  without  scruple,  or  mercy, 
or  shame.  Accordingly,  tempting  though  the  occasion 
was,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  allowed  to  escape  almost  without 
a  rebuke.  The  friends  and  former  colleagues  of  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel  scarcely  whispered  a  word  of 
censure ;  so  that  Mr.  Cobden  felt  bound  to  ironically 
compliment  them  on  their  Christian  power  of  for- 
giving.* 

*  "  The  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  avowed  changing  his  opinions,  and  yet 
he  was  not  allowed  to  remain  in  peace  with  his  new  convictions, 
though  he  abandoned  office  as  the  price  of  his  conversion.  I  don't 
think  the  Gentlemen  opposite  have  any  reason  to  complain  of  the  retri- 
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Before  I  proceed  to  the  next  stage  in  the  controversy 
between  Free  Trade  and  Protection,  I  most  allnde  to 
one  of  the  strangest  episodes  in  Lord  Beaoonsfield's 
career.    The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  died  daring  the 
recess,  and  it  became  the  duty  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  as  leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  propose  that  the  House 
should  attend  his  funeral  As  was  natural,  he  delivered 
a  panegyric  on  the  merits  of  the  late  Commander- 
in-Chief,  in  making  this  motion.      The  world  was 
astounded  to  learn  from  the  Qlobe  newspaper,  a  day  ax 
two  afterwards,  that  a  considerable  amouit  of  the 
eulogium  upon  this  solemn  and  momentous  ocoancm 
was  a  plagiarism,  almost  word  for  word,  from  an  article 
which  had  appeared  in  a  French  review,  and  which  had 
generally  been  ascribed  to  M.  Thiers.   The  GUhe  proved 
its  case  in  the  clearest  manner  by  putting  side  by  side 
the  words  of  Mr.  Disraeli  and  the  words  of  the  French 
review.*     Mr.  Disraeli  himself  did  not  attempt  any 

bution  with  which  they  have  been  visited.  I  have  often  felt,  and  I 
have  often  been  on  the  point  of  saying,  what  I  will  not  hesitate  to 
say  now — that  the  personal  friends  and  political  colleagues  of  the  late 
Sir  Robert  Peel  have,  in  my  opinion,  shown  more  forbearance  towaxds 
his  assailants  than  ever  I  could  have  done  with  the  Christian  temper 
I  aim  at  possessing." — Barnard,  3  S.  cxxiii.  117. 

*  I  qaote  from  the  Olobe^  November  18,  1852  : — 

Mr.  Disraeli.  French  Review. 

It  is  not  that  a  great  general         An  engineer,  a  geographer,  a 
must  be  an  engineer — a  geogra-     man  of  the  world,  metapbyslcian, 


pher — learned  in  human  nature — 
adroit  in  the  management  of  men 
— that  he  must  be  able  to  fulfil  the 
highest  duty  of  a  Minister  of  State, 
and  then  to  descend  to  the  hum- 
blest office  of  a  commissary  and 


knowing  men,  knowing  how  to 
govern  them,  an  administrator  in 
great  things,  a  clerk  in  small' 
all  these  things  it  is  necessary  to 
be,  but  these  are  as  yet  notldiig. 
All  this  vast  knowledge  mutt  be 
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reply,  but  Mr.  George  Smythe,  his  old  colleague  in  the 
Young  England  movement,  came  to  his  rescue.  The  Ql(A>t 
had  stated  that  the  translation  of  this  French  eulogium 
had  appeared  in  an  article  in  the  Morning  Chronide  in 
the  year  1 848.  Mr.  Smythe  now  declared  that  he  was  the 
writer  of  the  €krticle  to  which  allusion  had  been  made. 


a  clerk  ;  but  he  has  to  display  all 
this  knowledge  and  to  exercise 
all  those  duties  at  the  same  time, 
and  under  extraordinary  circum- 
stances. At  every  moment  he 
has  to  think  of  the  eve  and  the 
morrow — of  his  flank  and  of  his 
rear — he  has  to  calculate  at  the 
same  time  the  state  of  the  weather 
and  the  moral  qualities  of  men  ; 
and  all  those  elements  that  are 
perpetually  changing  he  has  to 
combine,  sometimes  under  over- 
whelming heat,  sometimes  under 
overpowering  cold — oftentimes  in 
famine,  and  frequently  amidst  the 
roar  of  artillery.  (Hear,  hear, 
hear.)  Behind  all  these  circum- 
stances there  is  ever  present  the 
image  of  his  country,  and  the 
dreadful  alternative  whether  that 
country  is  to  welcome  him  with 
laurel  or  with  cypress.  (Hear, 
hear. )  Yet  those  images  he  must 
dismiss  from  his  mind,  for  the 
general  must  not  only  think,  but 
think  with  the  rapidity  of  light- 
ning ;  for  on  a  moment  more  or 
less  depends  the  fate  of  the  most 
beautiful  combination  —  and  a 
moment  more  or  less  is  a  question 
of  glory  or  of  shame.  (Hear,  hear.) 
Unquestionably,  sir,  all  this  may 
be  done  in  an  ordinary  manner, 


exercised  on  the  instant,  in  the 
midst  of  extraordinary  circum- 
stances. At  every  moment  yoa 
must  think  of  the  yesterday  and 
the  morrow ;  of  your  flank  and  of 
your  rear.  Calculate  at  the  same 
time  on  the  atmosphere  and  on 
the  temper  of  your  men;  and 
all  these  elements,  so  various 
and  diverse,  which  are  ceaselessly 
changing  and  renewed,  you  must 
combine  in  the  midst  of  cold, 
heat,  hunger,  bullets 


....  Farther  off,  and  behind 
them,  is  the  spectacle  of  your 
country,  with  laurel  or  with 
cypress.  But  all  these  images 
and  ideas  must  be  banished  and 
set  aside,  for  you  must  think,  and 
think  quickly, — one  minute  too 
much,  and  the  fairest  combina- 
tion has  lost  its  opportunity,  and 
instead  of  glory,  it  is  shame  that 
awaits  you.  All  this  undoubtedly 
is  compatible  with  mediocrity, 
like  every  other  profession ;  one 
can  also  be  a  middling  poet, 
a  middling  orator,  a  middling 
author;  but  this  done  with 
genius  is  sublime. 
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Mr.  Disraeli,  he  said,  had  called  hb  attention  ten  years 
before  he  wrote  the  article  to  a  remarkable  passage 
in  a  French  review  on  the  requirements  of  a  great 
general^  and  Mr.  Smythe  had  in  the  course  of  his  writiDg 
made  use  of  the  information  and  quoted  the  passage.* 
The  Times  also  became  Mr.  Disraeli's  advocate,  and 


by  an  onlinary  man,  as  everyday 
of  our  lives  we  see  that  ordinary 
men  may  l^e  saccessful  ministers 
of  state,  succcssfal  authors,  and 
successful  speakers — but  to  do  all 
this  with  genius  is  sublime. 
(Hear,  hear.) 

To  be  able  to  think  with  vigour, 
with  depth,  and  with  clearness 
in  the  recesses  of  the  Cabinet  is  a 
great  intellectual  demonstration; 
but  to  think  with  equal  vigour, 
clearness,  and  depth  amidst  the 
noise  of  bullets,  appears  to  me 
the  loftiest  exercise  and  the 
most  complete  triumph  of  human 
faculties.  (Cheers.) — Mr.  Dijtraeli 
m  th^  Duke  of  Wellington,  1852. 


...  To  think  in  the  quiet  of 
one*8  Cabinet,  clearly,  strongly, 
nobly,  this  undoubtedly  is  great; 
but  to  think  as  clearly,  as  strongly, 
as  nobly,  in  the  midst  of  carnage 
and  fire,  is  the  most  perfect 
exercise  of  the  human  faculties.— 
M.  Thiers  on  the  Marshal  Oeurion 
de  8t.  Oyr,  1829.  (The  ManUnf 
Chronwle  of  July,  1848.) 


I  append  one  of  the  many  epigrams  that  were  made  upon  Mr. 
Disraeli's  escapade : — 

Tn  sotmdin?  fTfseX  Wellinflfton's  praine, 
Dizzy's  ^ef  and  his  truth  both  appear. 
For  a  fJTToat  flood  of  tears  (Thiers)  he  lets  fall. 
Which  were  certainly  meant  for  sincere  (St.  Cyr). 

The  Examiner,  Nov.  »,  1858. 

♦  Here  is  Mr.  Smythe's  letter.  "  To  the  Editor  of  the  2^m^^.— -Sir,— 
As  the  writer  of  the  article  of  July  4,  in  the  Morning  Chr&HicU,  from 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  is  charged  ^nth  having  taken  a  passage  of  his 
panegyric  upon  the  late  Duke  of  Wellington.  I  think  it  but  just  to  that 
gentleman  to  exonerate  him  entirely  from  this  unfounded  accnsadon. 
It  is  more  than  ten  years  ago  since  Mr.  Disraeli  first  mentioned  to 
me  this  very  striking  eologium  of  the  military  character  which  be 
remembered  having  read  fifteen  years  before  in  a  French  review. 
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its  account  of  the  transaction  was  that  the  essay  in 
question  had  much  struck  Mr.  Disraeli's  mind,  that  he 
committed  some  of  its  passages  to  memory,  and  that  in 
repeating  those  passages  he  had  merely  resorted  to  an 
ordinary  device  of  orators  in  omitting  to  give  the  autho- 
rity from  which  he  quoted.  "  To  give  the  name  of  an 
authority/*  wrote  the  Times,  "is  always  difficult  in  a 
"speech;  much  more  so  when  it  is  a  review  or  other 
"  periodical.  But  the  fair  account  of  the  matter  is  that 
"  Mr.  Disraeli  found  himself  in  the  passage  before  he 
'*  had  time  to  affix  the  proper  title-page,  introduction, 
"  and  table  of  contents.  It  is,"  continued  the  leading 
journal,  "  one  of  the  evils  of  a  well-stored  memory  that 
"  a  man  cannot  help  quoting;  but  nothing  destroys  the 
*'  interest  of  a  speech  and  the  confidence  of  the  hearer 
*'so  much  as  avowed  quotations." 

It  does  not  require  much  reasoning  to  show  that  both 
these  defences  for  Mr.  Disraeli's  conduct  are  no  defences 
at  all.    What  Mr.  Disraeli  really  did  was  to  pass  off  the 


Having  subsequently  discovered  that  this  article  was  by  no  less  a  per- 
sonage than  M.  Thiers,  I  made  use  of  the  quotation  in  some  comments 
on  French  military  statesmen.  It  is,  therefore,  but  fair  to  state  that, 
instead  of  Mr.  Disraeli  being  indebted  to  the  Morning  Chronicle  for 
the  passage  in  question,  the  Morning  Chronicle  was  indebted  to  Mr. 
Disraeli. — I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir,  Your  obedient  servant,  Geoboe 
Sydney  Smythb. — 68,  Harley  Street,  November  21." 

*  It  may  be  interesting  to  quote  some  further  passages  from  the 
article  in  the  Timef.  "  We  believe,"  it  said, "  the  real  truth  to  be  much 
as  follows  : — A  good  many  years  ago  Mr.  Disraeli  had  the  happiness 
to  receive  a  copy  of  the  Revue  2Wm«<trd,  containing  a  favourable 
notice  of  his  novel  'Vivian  Grey,'  then  lately  published,  and  was 
encouraged  thereby  to  look  into  the  rest  of  the  articles.  Among  them 
was  one,  not  particularly  on  Marshal  St.  Cyr,  who  was  then  alive,  but 
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composition  of  another  man  as  his  own.  Whether 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  the  first  to  notice  this  passage  to  the 
writer  in  the  Morning  Chronicle^  or  the  writer  in  the 
Morning  Clnvnicle  to  him,  does  not  really  influence 
the  main  issue,  and  the  pleading  of  the  TirnJes  is 
merely  an  apology  for  plagiarism  under  all  circum- 
stances. The  newspaper  press  of  the  time  did  not 
accept  these  apologies,  and  the  condemnations  which 
were  passed  on  this  audacious,  and  at  the  same  time 
petty  trick,  in  presence  of  a  great  national  calamity, 
were  extremely  severe,  but  at  the  same  time  extremely 
deserved. 

On  November  23  Mr.  Villiers  proposed  his  resolutions, 
which  were  three  in  number.  They  described  the  in- 
creased prosperity  of  the  country,  and  especially  of  the 
working  classes,  as  the  result  of  recent  legislation,  and 
especially  of  the  Act  of  I84G;  and  characterised  that 
Act  as  "  a  wise,  just,  and  beneficial  measure.*'  They 
next  declared  that  the  maintenance  and  extension  of 

on  military  genius,  or  some  Buch  wide  subject.  .  .  .  Mr.  Disraeli  wm 
pleased  with  the  article,  committed  some  passages  to  memory,  and  the 
passages  so  learnt  have  furnished  successively  a  striking  paragraph 
to  a  moniing  contemporary  and  to  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. All  this  is  very  natural.  But  why  did  not  Mr.  Disraeli  give  the 
name  of  the  author  ?  We  believe  it  is  not  known.  The  passage  i« 
from  an  anonymous  article  in  a  review,  probably,  but  not  avowedly, 
by  M.  Thiers.  To  give  the  name  of  an  authority  is  always  difficult  in 
a  speech  ;  much  more  so  when  it  is  a  review  or  other  periodical.  But 
the  fair  account  of  the  matter  is  that  Mr.  Disraeli  found  himself  in  the 
passage  before  he  had  tune  to  affix  the  proper  title-page,  intnxiuction, 
and  table  of  contents.  It  is  one  of  the  evils  of  a  well-stored  memory 
that  a  man  cannot  help  quoting ;  but  nothing  destroys  the  interest 
of  speech  and  the  confidence  of  the  hearers  so  much  as  ayowed 
quotations."    (Nov.  2,  1852.) 
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Free  Trade  was  the  best  means  of  enabling  all  classes 
of  the  country  to  bear  their  burdens,  and  concluded  by 
expressing  a  readiness  to  consider  any  proposals  of  the 
Government  framed  in  accordance  with  those  prin- 
ciples.* 

The  debate  extended  over  two  nights,  and  was  marked 
by  several  strange  episodes,  which  however  I  shall  not 
be  able  to  touch  more  than  briefly.  The  speech  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  of  the  same  character  as  those  he  had 
been  making  since  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  abandon 
Protection.  He  announced  the  startling  fact  that  the 
reason  why  he  had  opposed  Free  Trade  was,  not  that 
it  would  injure  the  landlord,  nor  the  farmer,  but  that 
it  would  "prove  injurious  to  the  cause  of  labour."! 
This  assertion  is,  of  course,  utterly  incorrect,  for  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  opposed  Free  Trade  as  destructive  of 
every  interest  as  well  as  that  of  labour;  but  suppose 
it  correct,  what  a  splendid  proof  it  is  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
political  wisdom  that  he  should  have  expected  the 
working  man  to  be  ruined  by  having  a  cheaper  loaf ! 
He  ventured  shortly  afterwards  on  the  utterly  false 
statement  that ''  not  a  single  attempt  has  been  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  abrogate  the  measure  of 
1846."  The  astounded  House  of  course  burst  forth 
with  an  "  Oh  ! "  at  this  audacious  untruth,  where- 
upon Mr.  Disraeli — more  auo — proceeded  to  repeat  it 
with  greater  emphasis  than  before.  Professing,  tirst,  to 
believe  that  the  expression  of  astonishment  had  come 
from  the  new  members,  J  he  went  on  to  say,  "  I  repeat 

♦  Hansard,  8  S.  cxxiii.  361.        t  Ibid.  882.        J  IMd,  383. 
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the  statement  which  called  forth  the  interruption  .... 
that  from  the  moment  the  Com  Laws  were  repealed 
till  now,  not  a  single  Motion  has  ever  been  made  in 
this  House — at  least,  with  the  sanction  of  any  party — 
to  bring  back  that  Protection  which  has  so  unneces- 
sarily been  attacked  to-night."* 

It  was  not  surprising  to  find  Mr.  Disraeli  declare 
after  this  that  the  pai'ty  which  had  been  returned  in 
1847  imder  his  leadership  and  that  of  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  was  not  returned  for  the  purpose  of  restoring 
Protection  !  No :  he  and  his  friends  had  been  elected, 
not  from  feelings  of  hope  in  the  future,  but  of  gratitude 
for  the  past.t 

So  he  went  on,  endeavouring  to  explain  every  gross 
tergiversation  by  as  gross  misrepresentation.  He 
appealed  in  the  end  to  the  new  members  to  favour  him 
by  being  so  kind  as  to  forget  his  Protectionist  past— 
that  past  which  contained  the  denunciations  of  Peel 
for  abandoning  Protection,  the  acquisition  of  leadership 
through  Protection,  the  elevation  to  ministerial  dignitj 

•  lUd.  384. 

f  "  When  the  general  election  of  1847  took  place,  the  organisatioB 
of  political  particH  was  entirely  broken  up;  very  high  prices  for  all 
kinds  of  farm  produce,  from  peculiar  causes,  then  existed ;  and  thi 
opiniorut  rrhich  influenced  the  constituent  body  on  that  occasum  emU 
hardly  he  said  to  have  had  any  reference  to  the  principles,  the  merits^ 
or  the  possible  consequences  of  recent  legislation^  Mark  what  follotre : 
**  A  large  Protectionist  party  was  indeed  returned  to  this  House  fromi 
feeling  which  always  animates  great  bodies  of  people  in  this  conntiT, 
who  think  they  owe  sympathy  and  gratitude  to  those  who  have  fongbK 
their  battles  or  carried  their  colours."  (Laughter.) — ETantard^Zt. 
cxxiii.  387.  I  have  already  laid  sufficient  materials  before  the  reader 
to  see  how  utterly  devoid  of  truth  is  this  representation  of  theelectioB 
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through  Protection.  "  I  appeal/*  said  this  callous,  un- 
scrupulous assailant  of  Peel  in  the  past, — ''  I  appeal  to 
the  generous  and  the  young.  And  I  ask  them  to  pause 
now  that  they  are  at  last  arrived  on  the  threshold  of 
the  Senate  of  their  country,  and  not  become  the  tools 
and  the  victims  of  exhausted  factions  and  obsolete 
politics.*'* 

Lord  Beaconsfield  is  perhaps  tolerable  when  he 
speaks  in  his  true  character  of  unscrupulous  and  un- 
principled cynic :  he  is  not,  to  put  it  mildly,  quite  so 
bearable  when  he  puts  on  what  he  perhaps  considers 
the  fascinating  air  of  general  amiability  and  confiding 
simplicity. 

And  what  was  the  amendment  which  our  Protec- 
tionist Minister  proposed  after  his  ''appeal  to  the 
generous  and  the  young  "  ?  It  was  simply  the  same 
thing  as  was  said  by  Mr.  Villiers,  except  that  the  Act 
of  1846  was  not  mentioned!  It  acknowledged  that 
provisions  had  been  cheapened  by  the  recent  legis- 
lation ;  that  the  working  classes  were  prosperous ;  and 
that  Free  Trade — or,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  chose  to  call  it, 

of  1847.  The  House  of  Commons  knew  also,  of  course,  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  not  telling  the  truth,  and  began  to  laugh.  Characteristically  he 
affected  to  misunderstand  this  mark  of  incredulity.  "  Hon.  Gentle, 
men,"  said  he,  doubtless  looking  very  serious  and  dignified,  *<may 
deride  this  feeling,  but  they  may  rely  upon  it  that  if  this  feeling  do 
not  exist.  Parliamentary  government  would  soon  be  a  mere  name.'* 
Of  course  what  the  House  laughed  at  was  not,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  affected 
to  believe,  the  right  of  constituencies  to  be  grateful,  but  hia 
assertion  that  it  was  gratitude,  and  not  the  hope  of  restoring  Protec- 
tion, that  influenced  the  constituencies  in  returning  a  Protectionist 
party. 
♦  Ibid.  411. 
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"unrestricted  competition" — having  been  deliberately 
chosen  by  the  people  at  the  last  election,  the  Grovem- 
ment  were  bound  to  maintain  that  principle  in  what- 
ever measures  they  intended  to  bring  forward. 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  succeeded  by  Mr.  Bright,  who  spoke 
on  behalf  of  the  section  led  by  himself,  Mr.  Cobden, 
and  Mr.  Villiers,  and  which  had  always  been  in  &yoar 
of  Free  Trade.  What  Mr.  Bright  said  in  effect  was 
that  the  present  Ministry,  and  especially  Mr.  Disraeli, 
were  not  to  be  trusted,  and  that  nothing  would  satisfy 
him  or  his  friends  but  a  resolution  in  which  Free  Trade, 
by  name,  and  the  Act  of  1846,  were  distinctly  and 
definitely  approved.  "  Shall  we  allow  any  evasion  ? " 
asked  Mr.  Bright.  '^  Shall  we  act  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  is  a  great  master  of  words,  and  who,  if 
there  be  a  chink  to  get  out  at,  is  certain  to  escape,  may 
hereafter  say,  *  The  House  of  Commons  never  pledged 
Hself  in  any  manner  to  that  Act,  so  as  to  preclude 
itself  from  considering  whether  direct  compensation 
should  not  be  made  to  farmers  and  landowners  in  con- 
sideration of  that  Act  having  been  passed  *  ?  "  • 

Shortly  after,  another  and  unexpected  turn  was 
given  to  the  debate  by  the  intervention  of  Lord 
Palmei'ston.  Desirous,  for  some  reason  or  other,  to 
come  to  the  rescue  of  the  Government,  he  proposed 
another  substitute  for  the  resolution  of  Mr.  ViUiers. 
This  new  amendment  was  in  sense  the  same  as  the 
original  resolution,  save  only  that,  like  the  amendment 

♦  Ibid.  432. 
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of  Mr.  Disraeli,  it  avoided  mention  of  the  Act  of  1846. 
The  effect  which  this  proposal  had  on  the  House  can 
only  be  understood  by  remembering  the  fact  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Liberals,  the  main 
point  was  to  get  an  unmistakable  Parliamentary 
declaration  in  favour  of  Free  Trade;  and  that,  in 
their  view,  this  object  would  be  best  attained  if  a 
proposition,  embodying  Free  Trade,  could  be  so  worded 
as  to  allow  the  bulk  of  the  Conservatives,  as  of  the 
Liberals,  to  vote  in  its  favour.  Mr.  Disraeli  grasped 
at  the  straw  held  out  to  him,  withdrew  his  amend- 
ment, and  accepted  that  of  Lord  Palmerston ;  and  so 
Protection  gave  up  the  ghost.  Protection  had  been 
stabbed  by  a  score  of  daggers,  and  had  still  refused 
to  die  ;  to  the  man  whom  it  raised  from  obscurity  to 
fame,  from  a  humble  to  almost  the  proudest  position, 
to  the  man  whose  splendid  fortune  it  had  made — to 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  reserved  the  task  of  giving  it  the 
coup  de  grdce. 

This  marvellous  political  phenomenon  was  freely 
commented  upon.  The  Marquis  of  Oranby,  who,  with 
a  fidelity  worthy  of  a  better  cause,  still  remained 
faithful  to  Protection,  had  the  manliness  to  say  that 
some  acknowledgment  was  "due  to  the  memory  of" 
Peel, — "  that  man,  whose  patriotism  I,  for  one,  never 
doubted — and  the  purity  of  whose  motives  I  never 
impugned."  *  Some  Liberals  expressed  the  same 
idea;  and  Mr.  Bernal  Osborne,  with  effective  wit, 
exposed  the  tergiversation  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  recalled 

♦  Ibid,  497. 
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his  bitter  attacks  on  the  man  who  had  carried  Free 
Trade.* 

But  it  was  the  speech  of  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  which 
brought  into  bold  relief  the  full  and,  it  may  even  be 
said,  tragic  significance  of  the  occasion.  Mr.  Herbert^ 
everybody  knew,  had  been  the  friend,  the  confidant^ 
the  political  offspring  of  Peel,  and  the  man  who  per- 
haps lay  closest  to  Peel's  heart.  They  knew,  too,  thai 
Mr.  Herbert  had  shared  with  Peel  the  foul-mouthed 
aspersions  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  tongue.!  It  was  as  if  the 
shade  of  the  departed  statesman  stood  before  the 
House  to  recall  how  the  political  bravo  who  now  sat 
in  Peel's  place,  on  Peel's  principles,  had  stabbed  Peel's 
reputation  with  calumny's  poisoned  dagger,  had  broken 
his  power,  had  hounded  on  his  foes. 

Mr.  Herbert  began  by  exposing  the  utter  falsehood 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  statement  that  the  Protectionist  partj 
had  never  sought  to  reverse  the  legislation  of  1846. 
He  pointed  out  the  gigantic  agitation  which  the  party 
had  carried  on  since  the  adoption  of  Free  Trade,  at 
"market  tables,  in  theatres,  at  Protection  societies, 
one  hundred  in  number."  % 

"  For  my  part,"  he  went  on  with  just  scorn, "  I  acquit 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, as  far  as  his  own  convictions  are  concerned,  of 
the  charge  of  having  ever  been  a  protectionist.  I 
never  for  one  moment  thought  he  believed  in  the  least 
degree  in  Protection.     I  do  not  accuse  him  of  having 

»  Ibid.  538-540,  and  548-9.  f  Hansard,  3  S.  o-rxxiii  (jqs. 

}  See  antCy  271. 
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forgotten  what  he  said  or  what  he  believed  in  those 
years.  I  only  accuse  him  of  having  forgotten  now 
what  he  then  wished  it  to  appear  that  he  believed."* 

Then  he  quoted  passages  from  the  speeches  of  all  the 
Protectionist  leaders, — Lord  Derby,  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  the  Marquis  of  Granby, — in  which  the  restora- 
tion of  Protection  was  distinctly  laid  down  as  the  basis 
of  the  party,  and  proved  that  these  opinions  had  been 
backed  up  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  had  just  now  had  the 
coolness  to  deny  that  he  or  his  friends  had  ever  sought 
to  reverse  Free  Trade.f  And,  then,  towards  the  close 
of  his  speech,  he  delivered  against  Mr.  Disraeli  the 
following  piece  of  invective— one  of  the  most  power- 
ful, one  of  the  most  righteous  invectives  in  political 
oratory  : — 

"  Sir,  I  think  the  memory  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  stands 
on  a  pedestal,  from  which  no  counter-Motion,  even  if  it 
could  be  carried  in  this  House,  could  remove  it.  I 
knew  Sir  Robert  Peel  during  my  whole  life  almost — I 
admired  him  as  a  politician — I  followed  him  as  a  leader 
— and  I  loved  the  man.  He  was  a  man,  mind  you, 
susceptible — proud,  and  justly  proud,  of  the  purity  of 
his  motives — jealous  of  his  honour.  I  sat  by  him 
night  by  night  on  that  bench  when  he  was  attacked 
by  the  foulest  language,  and  accused  of  the  meanest 
crimes.  But  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  a  man  of  a  generous 
nature — he  was  one  who  never  rejoiced  in  the  humilia- 
tion of  an  adversary  ;  and  he  would  have  recollected 
this — that  the  humiUation,  if  humiliation  it  were,  was  a 

♦  Ihid,  603-4.  t  /*«<^.  606-607. 
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humiliation  to  be  inflicted  not  only  npon  those  who  had 
assiiiled  him,  but  also  on  Gentlemen  for  whose  character 
lio  bad  the  warmest  re<2^ard.  I  don't  confoand  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposit(%  with  those  who  calumniated  8ir 
llobert  Peel.  I  recollect,  even  at  the  moment  when 
party  strife  was  embittered  to  the  uttermost — ^when 
moirs  passions  rose  high — when  great  disappointment 
was  felt  at  the  course  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  taken— ^ven 
at  that  moment  there  were  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
continued  a  general  support  to  his  Government^  and 
who  never,  when  they  opposed  this  very  Bill,  either 
threw  a  doubt  upon  his  motives  or  assailed  his  integrity. 
I  say,  then,  that  the  memory  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  requires 
no  vindication — his  meinorv  is  embalmed  in  the  OTateful 
recollection  of  the  people  of  this  country;  and  I  say,  if 
ever  n^tribution  is  wanted — for  it  is  not  words  that 
hunnliat(»,  but  cUmmIs — if  a  man  wants  to  see  humilia- 
tion— which,  God  knows,  is  always  a  painful  sight — he 
need  but  look  there," — and  then,  suiting  the  action  to 
the  word,  Mr.  Herbert  pointed  to  the  bench  on  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  sat  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.* 

The  effect  was  most  dramatic.  The  Lilx^rals  cheered; 
the  Peelites  che(»r(Ml  ;  the  remnant  of  the  Protectioni?t* 
cheered  ;  and  the  followers  of  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  were 
painfully  dumb.  And  Mr.  Disraeli  himself  I — all  eye? 
were  turned  townrds  him  :  before  him  stood  the  friend 
ol'  Peel,  like  the  inia^e  of  Kemesis,  proclaiming  his 
shame ;  and  all  aruund  he  could  hear  the  cheers  that 
told  him  of  hi.-?  discovered  imposture.      These  shouts. 

*  Ibid.  t;iM3. 
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piercing  to  his  inner  ear,  revealed  to  him  that  he  stood 
forth  before  these  men  in  his  true  colours — ^vindictive, 
utterly  selfish,  wholly  unscrupulous,  of  petty  ends  and 
most  despicable  means — a  false  foe,  a  falser  friend. 

And — if  he  were  an  ordinary  man — ^what  images 
ought  Mr.  Herbert's  speech  to  have  called  up  before 
his  conscience  before  which  to  blush  and  tremble  I 
Before  his  inner  eye  there  ought  to  have  passed  the 
reproachful  shade  of  Peel  whom  he  had  stabbed  in 
the  back  ;  the  beckoning  form  of  Bentinck  pointing 
to  the  bond  of  personal  and  political  fidelity,  to 
which  he  had  a  hundred  times  sworn,  and  which  now 
he  forswore  ;  and  the  thousands  of  hapless  farmers 
whom  for  years  he  had  encouraged  by  every  art — ^by 
flattery  of  their  basest  passions,  and  their  wildest 
unreason,  by  all  the  resources  of  his  witty,  eloquent, 
luring  tongue — to  support  that  cause  he  was  now 
abandoning.  Such,  I  say,  would  have  been  the  reflec- 
tions that  would  have  painfully  crowded  on  the  mind 
of  any  ordinary  man,  wrung  his  heart,  brought  blushes 
to  his  cheeks,  tears  to  his  eyes.  But  Mr.  Disraeli  sat 
in  his  seat,  unmoved,  immovable,  without  sign  of  sorrow 
or  shame.  In  that  callous  heart  these  was  no  room 
for  remorse;  in  that  self-adoring  nature  there  was 
no  place  for  self-reproach ;  that  face  of  brass  could 
betray  no  shame.  This  *^  being,  reckless  of  all  things 
save  his  own  prosperity,"  could  spare  no  thought  for 
the  wrongs  of  others,  living  or  dead.  Their  wounded 
feelings,  their  betrayed  friendship,  their  deserted  interests, 
added  but  zest  to  the  cynic  adventurer  to  whom  all  these 

30 
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tilings  had  paved  the  way  to  fame  and  power.  There 
he  sat — Cabinet  Minister,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
leader  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Not  memories  of 
l^eel,  or  Bentinck,  not  the  angry  menace  of  the  farmer, 
not  the  flashing  words  of  Herbert,  nor  the  loud  shoulb 
of  contempt  around,  could  undo  tiiat.     Never  perhaps 

was  Mr.  Disraeli^s  mood  more  exultant.     Let  them  rave 

• 

themselves  hoarse — ^let  them  shout  at  him  words  of 
hate,  contempt,  disgust, — high  above  all  their  din  rose 
tlie  organ-peal  of  his  own  measureless  egotism,  grati- 
fied sublimely;  in  his  ears  the  only  notes  audible  were 
those  that  played  tliat  sweetest  of  all  melodies — ^that 
ho  had  reached  wealth,  power,  fame, — that  he  had 
realized  his  boyhood's  dream,  and  his  life  ideal  of 
supreme  imposture,  supremely  successful. 

When  the  final  division  came,  the  Liberals,  Peelites, 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  friends,  all  went  into  the  ^me  lobby 
against  Protection,  and  together  made  up  468  votes. 
The  minority  numbered  but  53.*  It  is  not  unamnsing 
nor  uninstructive  to  read  over  the  list  of  this  small 
band,  that  still  remained  faithful,  when  all  were  faithless, 
to  the  cause  of  Protection,  Prominent  amoncr  them 
are  those  very  men  whose  vote  against  Peel,  in  the 
division  which  overthrew  that  statesman,  Mr.  Disraeli 
described  with  dithyrambic  and  pathetic  eulogy  in  his 
life  of  Lord  George  Bentinck.  Captain  Somerset  and 
Mr.  Bentinck,  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Yorke,  Mr.  Newde- 
gate  and  Alderman  Thompson,  are  figures  in  the  pages 
of  Protection's   inspired    historian,   aud    are    likewise 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxiii.  701. 


MINISTER.  467 

among  those  who  foand  themselves,  in  the  change  of  the 
seasons,  at  the  same  time  the  friends  of  Protection  and 
the  enemies  of  Mr.  Disraeli.*  How  that  gentleman, 
under  his  impassive  exterior,  was  chuckling  from  head 
to  foot  over  their  cheated  faith  and  their  gloomy  faces ! 
This  ragged  regiment,  this  forlorn  hope,  this  dejected 
and  powerless  hand,  were  those  he — he^  the  leader  of 
the  House — had  been  obliged  to  grossly  flatter  a  few 
short  years  before  1  Surely  the  stars  were  fighting 
on  Mr.  Disraeli's  side ! 

So  Mr.  Disraeli  rode  triumphant  over  his  first  great 
difficulty;  but  the  moment  was  close  at  hand  when 
he  would  have  to  fight  a  sterner  battle  and  less  merciful 
foes.  His  Budget  was  looked  forward  to  with  intense 
interest.  The  report  had  got  abroad — he  himself  being 
most  industrious  in  circulating  it — that  he  had  so 
arranged  the  finances  of  the  country  as  to  produce  a 
Budget  which  would  silence  the  groans  of  the  farmers, 
without  raising  the  ire  of  the  Free  Traders.  He  was,  in 
fact,  to  come  before  the  House  a  magician,  a  heaven- 
born  financier,  who  would  reconcile  the  most  opposed 
interests,  evoke  blessings  from  his  friends,  loving  em- 
braces from  his  foes ;  and  join  all  mankind  in  the 
bonds  of  a  common  love  for  Mr.  Disraeli's  finance, 
and  an  emulous  adoration  of  Mr.  Disraeli  himself. 

At  last  (Dec.  4)  the  eventful  day  came.  Mr.  Disraeli 
took  upwards  of  five  hours  in  expounding  his  Budget, 
and,  although  he  wearied  his  audience,  produced  on  the 
whole  rather  a  good  effect.     His  statement  was  prolix, 

•  Ihid.  704. 
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but  at  the  same  time  clear,  and  he  showed  that  to  some 
extent  he  had  managed  to  acquaint  himself  with  the 
details  of  the  revenue  of  the  country.* 

The  Budget  may  best  be  described  as  a  compilatioa 
of  different  schemes,  which  was  meant  to  please  all 
parties.  On  the  one  hand,  he  deserted  the  Protectionists 
and  conciliated  the  Free  Traders ;  and,  on  the  other, 
abandoned  the  Free  Traders  and  took  up  the  cause  of 
the  Protectionists.  With  merciless  sarcasm  he  dis- 
missed many  of  the  grievances  of  which  he  had  been 
for  many  years  the  loud-mouthed  advocate.  It  will 
be  rememdered  that  for  session  after  session  he  had 
declared  that  Free  Trade  had  ruined  the  colonial  growers 
of  sugar.  With  the  utmost  calmness  he  now  asserted 
that  the  colonial  grower  had  no  grievance  at  all ;  that, 
instead  of  being  ruined,  the  demand  for  his  sugar  had 
been  considerably  increased,  and  that  he  had  practically 
displaced  the  foreign  sugar  merchant  from  the  market. 
And  in  dealing  with  this  part  of  his  subject,  he  dismissed 
his  own  inconsistency  on  the  question  with  a  jaunty  ease 
which  excited  loud  laughter  from  the  Liberal  benches.! 

♦  "  It  was  well  done,"  writes  Macaulaj,  "  both  as  to  manner  and 
language.  The  statement  was  lucid,  though  much  too  long.  I  ooold 
have  said  the  whole  as  clearly,  or  more  clearly,  in  two  hours;  and 
Disraeli  was  up  five.  The  plan  was  nothing  but  taking  money  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  people  in  towns,  and  putting  it  into  the  pockets  of 
growers  of  malt.  I  greatly  doubt  whether  he  will  be  able  to  carry  it, 
but  he  has  raised  his  reputation  for  practical  ability." — Trevefyan*s 
Life  of  Macavlayy  2nd  ed.,  ii.  334. 

+  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxiii.  847-8r)0.  "  I  may/'  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "be 
called  traitor,  I  may  be  called  renegade  ;  but  I  want  to  know  whether 
there  is  any  gentleman  in  this  House,  wherever  he  may  ait,  who  would 
recommend  a  dlffereutial  duty  to  prop  up  a  prostrate  industry  which 
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In  a  similar  maimer  he  dealt  with  the  varions  items 
of  agricultnral  distress  on  which  he  had  made  number- 
less motions  and  speeches  as  leader  of  the  Protectionists 
in  opposition.  The  grievances  of  the  land  he  placed  in 
three  categories — the  highway  rate,  the  connty  rate, 
and  the  poor  rate.*  The  highway  rate  he  practically 
dismissed  in  a  prospective  Act  of  Parliament,  of  the 
provisions  of  which  he  was  careful  to  say  nothing.f 
As  to  the  county  rate,  it  was  only  £800,000,  and  should 
be  left  alone.]:  The  alleged  grievance  of  the  poor-rate 
was  even  more  promptly  dismissed.  The  charge  for 
the  poor  had  decreased  by  25  per  cent,  since  1849.  The 
amount,  Mr.  Disraeli  confessed,  amid  the  loud  cheers 
of  the  Opposition,,  which  in  1848  was  £6,180,000,  had 
fallen  in  the  last  return  to  £4,9  62,000.  §  As  a  natural 
consequence,  Mr.  Disraeli,  of  course,  was  "not  prepared 
to  recommend  any  change  in  the  present  system  of 
raising  the  local  taxation  of  the  country."  || 

Having  thus  completely  abandoned  the  ground  he 
had  formerly  occupied  with  regard  to  the  Free  Traders , 
he  thought  it  time  to  say  something  on  behalf  of  the 

is  actually  commanding  the  metropolitan  market,  under  the  circum- 
stances which  I  have  placed  before  Parliament." — Tbid.  850.  Who 
would  think  that  this  gentleman,  who  assumes  this  air  of  sweetly 
childlike  ingenuousness,  was  the  ruthless  assailant  in  the  past,  whose 
mouth  the  words  "  traitor  "  and  "  renegade  '*  always  filled,  when  other 
ministers  were  acting  exactly  as  he  was  acting  now  7 

♦  Ibid,  866. 

t  lh\d. 

\  Ibid.  857.  Hansard  reports  that  this  announoement  was  received 
with  "  sensation."— /^wi. 

§  Ibii,  867-8. 

ii  Ibid,  861. 
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agriculturists.  Slily  remarking  that  it  was  the  principle 
of  Free  Trade  to  reduce  the  taxation  on  all  articles  of 
primary  consumption,  he  proposed  to  reduce  the  malt 
tax  by  one-half.*  Then  came  the  description  of  the 
means  by  which  he  proposed  to  made  up  for  the 
deficiency  of  two  and  a  halfmillions  which  this  reduction 
of  the  malt  tax  created.  The  income  tax  was  brought 
down  to  incomes  of  £100  a  year  on  ordinary  and  of 
£50  a  year  on  landed  property ;  f  and  on  the  schedules 
there  was  an  alternative  scale  of  Id.  and  h\i.  in  the 
pound.  X  Further,  the  house  tax  was  made  to  extend 
from  houses  of  £20  to  those  of  £10,  in  addition  to  which, 
its  amount  was  doubled.  § 

After  the  compliments  of  the  first  night  on  the  un- 
expected lucidity  and  sobriety  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  scheme  had  passed,  the  public  began  to 
examine  his  proposals  more  closely,  and  scarcely  ever 
was  there  a  Budget  against  which  more  damaging 
charges  could  be  made.  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
the  objection  that  the  reduction  of  the  malt  tax,  whilst 
seriously  interfering  with  the  revenue,  would  really 
confer  no  practical  benefit  on  the  consumer.  Then,  fault 
was  justly  found  with  the  enormous  increase  of  direct 
t<axation,  and  the  blunders  in  the  arrangement  of  the 
income  tax  were  shown  to  be  almost  inconceivably  gross. 

Another  of  the  almost  incredible  blunders  of  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  guilty  was  that  he 
put  down  a  sum  of  £400,000,  which  was  really  a  debt  of 

♦  Ih\d.  865.  X  Ibid.  888. 

t  Ibid.  887.  §  Ibid,  906. 
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the  State,  as  being  to  its  credit,*  and  the  result  was 
that  whereas  he  counted  on  a  surplus,  he  really  left 
a  deficiency.  This  melancholy  result  was  the  more 
remarkable,  as,  when  Mr.  Disraeli  took  the  revenues  in 
hand,  he  had  a  surplus  in  his  favour.  In  &ct,  Mr. 
Disraeli's  Budget  was  a  thoroughly  unworkmanlike 
production,  and  there  was  not  a  financier  in  the  House 
who  had  a  word  to  say  in  its  favour.  It  was  criticised 
with  crushing  effect  by  Sir  Charles  Wood  on  behalf  of 
the  Whigs,  by  Mr.  Cobden  as  leader  of  the  Free  Traders, 
and  by  Sir  James  Graham  on  the  part  of  the  Peelites. 
The  discussion  had  scarcely  begim  when  it  became 
evident  that  the  faults  of  the  Budget  had  arrayed 
against  Mr.  Disraeli  nearly  every  section  of  the  House. 
Mr.  Disraeli  made  a  characteristic  attempt  to  escape 
from  his  impending  fate.  The  first  resolution  which 
came  before  the  House  on  the  Budget  was  that  which 
dealt  with  the  house  tax.  Mr.  Disraeli  was  several 
times  interrogated  as  to  what  would  be  the  result  if 
this  resolution  were  defeated.  For  a  long  time  he 
endeavoured  so  to  put  the  resolution  that  it  would 
pledge  the  House  to  nothing,  and  so  have  no  effect 

♦  Mr.  Disraeli  calculated  that  he  would  haye  a  surplus  of  £400,000. 
In  making  out  this,  he  reckoned  an  exactly  similar  sum — £400,000 — 
which  he  was  to  receive  as  repayment  of  money  lent  by  the  State  for 
public  works.  The  State,  to  lend  this  money,  had  first  itself  to 
borrow  it.  When  it  got  back  the  £400,000,  therefore,  it  simply 
received  from  its  debtor  the  sum  in  which  it  was  indebted  to  another 
person.  Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  committed  the  extraordinary  error  of 
considering  this  debt  of  the  State,  as  a  sum  to  the  credit  of  the  State  ! 
(See  Mr.  Gladstone's  speech,  Hansard,  3  S.  cxxiii.  1234.)  What 
would  be  thought  of  a  cashier  at  30«.  a  week  who  committed  a  similar 
mistake  ? 
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whatever  on  the  position  of  the  lliniBtrj.  He  wanted 
to  leave  himself  quite  open  to  accept  the  o|nnion  of 
the  HoQse,  whatever  it  might  be, — ^whether  they 
'  should  agree  with  him  that  the  change  ahonld  be  an 
increase,  or  demanded  that  it  should  be  a  decrease, 
or  even  if  they  should  come  to  the  condnsion  that 
the  tax  should  remain  as  it  was.  The  Oi^KNutioii, 
however,  were  not  to  be  put  off  thus.  After  a  hun- 
dred twists  and  turns,  Mr.  Disraeli  remained  pledged 
to  his  own  proposition  of  an  increased  house  tax,  and 
on  this  motion  he  was  also  obliged  to  stake  the  socoess 
or  the  failure  of  his  whole  Budget. 

Brought  to  bay  on  the  third  night  of  the  debate,  he 
sought  refuge  in  violent  invective.  Unable  to  answer 
Sir  Charles  Wood  (now  Lord  Halifax),  he  took  the 
trouble  to  inform  that  gentleman  that  ^'  petulance  is  not 
sarcasm,  and  that  insolence  is  not  invective.''  * 

Turning  next  on  Sir  James  Graham,  whose  exposure 
of  his  Budget  had  been  equally  destructive,  he  de- 
scribed him  as  a  man  whom  ^^  I  will  not  say  I  greatly 
respect,  but  rather  whom  I  greatly  regard,'*!  wad  finally 
he  attacked  his  opponents  en  masse. 

"  Yes  1 "  he  exclaimed ;  *'  I  know  what  I  have  to 
face.  I  have  to  face  a  coalition.  The  combination 
may  be  successful.  A  coalition  has  before  this  been 
successful.  But  coalitions,  though  successful,  have 
always  found  this,  that  their  triumph  has  been  brief. 
This,  too,  I  know,  that  England  does  not  love  coalitions. 
I  appeal  from  the  coalition  to  that  public  opinion  which 

♦  Jbid,  1653.  t  ^*»<^-  1656-6. 
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governs  this  country — ^to  that  public  opinion  whose 
mild  and  irresistible  influence  can  control  even  the 
decrees  of  Parliaments,  and  without  whose  support  the 
most  august  and  ancient  institutions  are  but '  the  base- 
less fabric  of  a  vision.'  "  * 

Before  I  give  the  crushing — the  cruelly  crushing — 
reply  which  this  speech  received,  I  may  draw  the 
reader's  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
declaiming,  with  such  an  assumption  of  sincerity, 
against  coalitions,  was  denouncing  the  preaching  and 
practice  of  his  own  life.  His  first  political  scheme,  he 
himself  has  told  us,  was  to  procure  a  coalition  between 
the  Tories  and  the  Radicals ;  and  he  afiberwards  tried 
to  bring  about  a  coalition  of  the  Tories  with  the 
Chartists.  But  a  more  remarkable  proof  that  he  did 
not  always  regard  coalitions  with  the  loathing  which 
he  now  professed,  was  supplied  by  his  conduct  towards 
Peel.  Peel,  it  will  be  remembered,  was  driven  from 
office  on  a  decisive  division,  such  as  that  to  whicli 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  now  approaching,  by  a  coalition 
between  the  Liberals  and  the  Protectionists.  One  of 
the  main  supporters,  if  not  the  very  originator,  it  has 
been  seen,  of  this  momentous  coalition,  was  the  very 
man  who  was  denouncing  all  coalitions  as  wicked, 
unconstitutional,  and  un-English !  It  will  afterwards, 
too,  be  found  that  Mr.  Disraeli  made  the  most  success- 
ful use  of  coalition;  and  on  three  occasions  in  succession 
was  raised  by  coalition  to  power  1 

After  Mr.  Disraeli  had  resumed  his  seat,  Mr.  Glad- 

•  md.  1065-6. 
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stono  jumped  to  his  feet,  and  a  scene  of  wild  exdtement 
ensued. 

"  I  am  reluctant,  Mr.  Patten,*'  said  he,  ''  to  trespass 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committee,  but  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  speech  which  we  have  just  heard  is  a  speech 
that  ought  to  meet  with  a  reply,  and  that,  too,  on  the 
moment ;  and.  Sir,  I  begin  by  telling  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that — ^I 
postpone  for  some  minutes  the  inquiry  whether  he 
knows  his  business  or  not,  that  there  are  some  things 
which  he,  too,  has  yet  to  learn.  There  were  other  rea- 
sons, besides  the  reason  of  triviality  and  irrelevancy, 
why  a  discussion  should  have  been  avoided  to-night  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject  of  emigration. 
And  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more — that  the 
license  of  language  ho  has  used — the  phrases  he  has 
applied  to  the  characters  of  public  men — (loud  cries  of 
^  Hear,  hear  I ') — that  tlie  phrases  he  has  applied  to 
the  characters  of  public  men,  whose  career — (the 
remainder  of  the  sentence  was  drowned  in  renewed  cries 
from  both  sides  of  the  House), 

"  Mr.  Patten,  my  wish  is  to  keep  myself, — although 
I  confess  that  I  could  not  hear  those  phrases  used  and 
remain  totally  unmoved, — my  wish  is  to  keep  myself 
strictly  within  the  bounds  of  Parliamentary  order  and 
propriety ;  and  I  beg  of  you.  Sir,  that  if  in  one  syllable 
I  trespass  beyond  those  bounds,  you  will  have  the  kind- 
ness to  correct  me.  I  do  not  address  myself  to  those 
Gentlemen  belonging  to  the  great  party  opposite,  from 
whom  I  have  never  received  anything  but  courtesy  and 
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forbearance — {interruption), — but,  notwithstanding  the 
efforts  of  some  Gentlemen  in  a  remote  comer  of  the 
House,  who  avail  themselves  of  darkness  to  interrupt 
me,  I  will  tell  them  this,  that  they  must  bear  to  have 
their  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  is  so  free  in 
his  comments  upon  the  conduct  of  others,  brought  to 
the  bar  of  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  and  tried  by 
those  laws  of  decency  and  propriety — {cheers  and  con- 

• 

fusion,  which  drowned  the  remainder  of  the  sentence). 
Sir,  we  are  accustomed  here  to  attach  to  the  words  of 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  a  great  authority — ^and  that 
disposition  to  attach  authority,  as  it  is  required  by  the 
public  interest,  so  it  has  been  usually  justified  by  the 
conduct  and  character  of  those  Ministers ;  but  I  must 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not  entitled 
to  charge  with  insolence  men  who— (renewed  cheers 
again  drowned  the  remaining  words  of  the  sentence).  I 
must  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not 
entitled  to  say  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham)  that  he  regards  him,  but 
that  he  does  not  respect  him.  I  must  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that,  whatever  he  has  learned — and  he 
has  learned  much, — he  has  not  yet  learned  the  limits 
of  discretion,  of  moderation,  and  of  forbearance,  that 
ought  to  restrain  the  conduct  and  language  of  every 
Member  of  this  House,  the  disregard  of  which  is  an 
offence  in  the  meanest  amongst  us,  but  it  is  of  tenfold 
weight  when  committed  by  the  leader  of  the  House 
of  Commons."  * 

♦  Ibid.  1666-7. 
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Then  Mr.  Gladstone  examined  the  diflerent  propoaab 
of  Mr.  Disraeli  in  one  of  iihe  most  maaterly  speeches 
which  he  ever  delivered  on  a  finandal  sabjeot  He 
tracked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  throng^  all 
the  parts  of  his  scheme,  exposed  blander  after  blonderi 
proved  that  in  many  cases  the  classes  whom  Mr.  DistmE 
proposed  to  serve,  his  schemes  would  as  a  matter  cf 
&ct  deeply  injure ;  and  altogether  crushed  that  habeas 
gentleman's  Budget  as  completely  as  a  NasmjA 
hammer  might  crush  a  bandbox. 

When  the  division  came,  286  voted  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  proposal,  and  305  against,  the  Qovemment 
being  thus  defeated  by  a  majority  of  15.  A  few  dsTS 
afterwards  they  resigned. 

Thus  ended  the  first  Derby-Disraeli  Government.  It 
had  never  perhaps  been  the  misfortune  of  this  countij 
to  be  ruled  by  a  Ministry  more  unprincipled,  and  never 
perhaps  during  any  period  of  English  history  were  tiie 
dictates  of  representative  and  party  government,  of 
personal  and  political  consistency  and  honour,  violated  so 
grossly,  so  openly,  and  on  such  a  large  scale.  Coming  into 
office  pledged  to  restore  Protection,  they  at  first  refused 
to  bring  the  question  before  Parliament;  then  for 
months  they  uttered  the  most  contradictory  opinions 
upon  it ;  and  when  the  general  election  came,  they 
allowed  their  supporters  to  profess  opinions  the  most 
opposite  on  the  great  and  central  controversy  of  the 
day.  Finally,  asking  the  country  for  a  policy,  instead 
of  placing  one  before  it,  as  is  the  duty  of  a  pariia- 
mentary  government,  they  found  the  tide  turn  against 
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fheir  first  political  principles  ;  then  they  abandoned 
those  principles  with  unblashing  readiness^  without 
anj  apology  for  past  errors,  without  any  repentance 
for  past  injustice  to  the  cause  and  the  upholders  of 
Free  Trade.  To  find  a  similar  instance  of  political 
tergiversation,  we  must  look  to  subsequent  political 
developments  of  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
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CHAPTER  XIV. 


"a  patriotic  opposition." 


Up  to  the  present  period,  I  have  been  dealing  with  'what 
may  be  called  Lord  Beaeonsfield's  ancient  histoiy.  I 
now  come  to  a  period  more  modern^  and  therefore  less 
unfamiliar. 

My  plan  of  dealing  with  my  subject,  will,  therefore, 
be  somewhat  altered.  I  shall,  unless  when  the  occasion 
is  very  interesting  and  important,  give  a  rapid  and 
general,  instead  of  a  detailed  view,  of  the  career  I  am 
describing. 

The  Government  of  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  succeeded  by  a  coalition  ministry,  which  included 
Peelites  and  Whigs.  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  the  chief 
of  the  former  party,  was  made  Prime  Minister ;  Lord 
John  Russell  became  Foreign,  Lord  Palmerston  Home 
Secretary ;  Mr.  Gladstone  was  made  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer ;  and  Sir  James  Graham  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltv. 

So  hopeless  was  the  fiasco  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli's 
first  tenure  of  the  Chancellorship  of  the  Exchequer 
had  ended,  that  for  a  time  it  was  widely  reported  that 
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he  was  about  to  resign  his  position  and  once  more  take 
a  tour  in  the  East.  So  loud  and  persistent  did  those 
rumours  become,  that  at  last  Mr.  Disraeli  had  to 
instruct  the  Tbnes  to  publish  an  official  denial,  to  the 
effect  that  Mr.  Disraeli  never  had  less  intention  than 
at  that  particular  moment  of  absenting  himself  from 
Parliament.  The  session  had  but  begun  when  he 
made  a  speech  of  some  two  hours'  length  on  our 
relations  with  France,  strongly  advocating  a  close 
alliance  with  the  Emperor  Napoleon.*  Of  the  re- 
mainder of  his  actions  during  this  session  of  1853  it 
is  unnecessary  to  say  more  than  a  few  words.  He 
joined  in  the  opposition  to  some  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
financial  reforms,  and  in  doing  so  took  the  opportunity 
of  defending  once  again  the  proposals  of  his  own 
Budget ;  t  and  he  asked,  in  his  official  capacity  as  leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  occasional  questions  in 
reference  to  the  rising  troubles  which  culminated  in 
the  Crimean  war.  As  yet,  however,  the  clouds  were 
but  on  the  distant  horizon  :  in  the  next  two  sessions 
the  quarrel  between  England  and  Russia  was  in  full 
progress  ;  and  the  chief  point  of  interest  in  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  DisraeU,  as  in  that  of  all  our  other  statesmen 
during  that  period,  is  in  reference  to  his  action  on  that 
great  conflict. 

During  the  controversy  which  took  place  on  the 
Russo-Turkish  war,  one  of  the  questions  most  frequently 
and  hotly  debated  was  the  attitude  which  should  be 
observed  by  an  Opposition  in  face  of  a  Government 

♦  Annual  Register,  xcv.  9 — 11.  f  ^^^* 
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dealing  with  supremely  imporbuit  and  eztremdy  diffi- 
cult matters  of  foreign  policy.    The  doctrine  was  laid 
down  by  some  of  the  more  extreme  partisans  rf  the 
GoYemmenty  that  an  Opposition  should  remain  abeo- 
lutely  dumb,  and    should   agree   to    everything  the 
Cabinet  proposed,  without  asking  for  any  information 
as  to  the  facts  or  the  arguments  on  which  the  pdicy 
was  based.     The  Ministers  were  not  content  with  re- 
echoing the  words  of  their  rabid  admirers :  they  gave  the 
&r  more  substantial  mark  of  their  approval  of  those 
views  by  putting  them  into  practice.    They  even  went 
further;  for  they  not  only  carried  the  dootiinea  of  their 
obsequious  adherents  into  realisation,  but  they  pushed 
those  doctrines  to  lengths  which  were  not  dreamt  of, 
even  in  the  philosophy  of  those  admirers.     They  wers 
not  satisfied  with  thinking  that  an  Opposition  ought 
to  support  everything  a  Gt>vemment  does,  but  they 
thought  an  Opposition  ought  not  to  be  afforded  evoa 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  choice ;  tilhe  most  im- 
portant ministerial  acts  were  all  faiu  izccang^is  before 
the  Opposition  heard  anything^  about  them,  and  con- 
sequently after  their  approval  or  censure  oould  be  of 
any  avail. 

Some  justification  for  such  conduct  was  firequentlf 
sought  in  the  action  of  the  Opposition  during  the 
Crimean  war.  It  was  pointed  out  how,  throughout 
the  whole  of  that  terrible  crisis  in  the  history  of  our 
country,  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli  maintained  an 
attitude  of  the  most  benevolent,  most  Christian,  Aiost 
patriotic  indulgence  to  the  thousand  faults  and  errors 
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of  the  Government ;  how,  when  their  hearts  were  filled 
with  patriotic  anguish  and  their  tongues  barbed  with 
effective  epigrams,  they,  by  a  mighty  effort  of  self- 
control,  persistently,  obstinately,  heroically,  held  their 
peace.  Such  is  the  picture  which  the  Conservative 
imagination  drew  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  conduct  during  the 
years  1854,  1855,  and  1856.  I  proceed  to  give  a  sketch 
(it  can  only  be  a  sketch)  of  what  Mr.  Disraeli  really 
did  say  and  do  :  the  &ct8  and  Conservative  imaginings 
will  not  be  found  to  completely  correspond. 

About  three  weeks  after  the  assembling  of  Parlia- 

• 

ment  in  1854,  on  February  17th,  Mr.  Layard  called 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  the  Ministry,  accusing  them 
of  want  of  vigour  in  opposing  Russia  and  in  defending 
Turkey.*  Sir  James  Graham,  challenging  the  Oppo- 
sition to  a  direct  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  denounced 
such  attacks  as  weakening  the  hands  of  the  Govem- 
mentt  Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  was  of  quite  a  different 
opinion  ;  strongly  supported  Mr.  Layard,  and  sharply 
criticised  Sir  James  Graham.  |  A  few  days  afterwards 
— on  the  20th,  after  the  adjourned  debate  had  been 
resumed — the  leader  of  the  Opposition  again  joined 
heartily  in  the   assault  on  the  Ministers.      What  he 

♦  In  the  course  of  this  speech  Mr.  Layard  "  controverted  the  asser- 
tion that  Turkey  was  not  worth  defending,  declaring  that  the  Turks 
had  advanced  more  in  fifteen  years  than  the  Russians  had  done  in 
a  hundred  and  fifty,  and  that  the  Ottoman  empire  was  rapidly  im- 
proving in  wealth  and  commerce,  in  the  liberality  of  its  Government, 
the  intelligence  of  its  people,  and  all  other  elements  of  strength." 
— Annual  RegUter^  xcvi.  31. 

t  Annual  Register,  xcvi.  33. 

X  Ibid.  35-6. 

31 
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most  objected  to  was  that,  owing  to  the  reticence  of 
the  Government,  the  country  did  not  know  what  it  was 
really  going  to  war  about.*  He  also,  like  Mr.  Layard, 
was  shocked  at  what  he  considered  some  signs  of  Inke- 
warmness  in  the  love  of  the  Ministry  for  the  Turks. 
To  him  it  appeared  a  matter  of  bitter  complaint  that 
the  Turks  should  be  "  lectured  "  on  the  "  necessity  for 
internal  and  commercial  reform."  This  amounted  to  a 
"  hint  that  the  Porte  should  comply  with  the  demands 
of  Russia  *' :  the  Government  interfered,  in  fact,  with 
"  the  independence  of  the  Porte "  "  by  the  insolent 
character  of  their  friendly  dictation."  t  Reviewing  the 
entire  conduct  of  the  Ministry,  he  declared  it  to  have 
been  influenced  throughout  by  "credulity  or  conni- 
vance ; "  }  and  before  he  sat  down,  he  expressed  him- 
self shocked  by  a  declaration  of  Mr.  Gladstone  that 
"  the  condition  of  Turkey  was  full  of  anxiety,  misery, 
and  perplexity."  § 

By  March  it  had  become  evident  that  a  conflict 
with  Russia  was  inevitable;  and,  in  fact,  on  the  22nd 
of  that  month  the  Queen  sent  a  message  to  both 
Houses  containing  a  declaration  of  war.  On  March  21, 
that  is  to  say,  on  the  very  day  previous  to  this  declara- 
tion, it  was  the  duty  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  to  propose  to  the  House  a  resolution  for 

♦  '•  Mr.  Disraeli  ....  commenced  bis  sjieech  by  saying  that  the 
people  of  this  country  should  not,  as  in  the  last  great  European  war, 
be  ignorant  why  they  were  going  to  war,  believing  that  a  full  know- 
ledge upon  the  suliject  would  dispose  them  to  bear  the  necessary 
burdens  more  willingly." — Annual  Rcguter^  xcvi,  39. 

t  Ihid.  40.  X  Ibid.  §  Ibid. 
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doubling  the  income  tax.  Mr.  Gladstone  further  asked 
that  the  doubled  income  tax  should  in  the  first  instance 
be  levied  for  only  six  months  of  the  coming  financial  year. 
To  this  proposal  Sir  Henry  Willoughby  submitted  an 
amendment,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  extend  the 
raisinor  of  the  additional  tax  over  the  whole  year  in  place 
of  the  first  six  months.  Mr.  Disraeli  gave  to  this  attack 
upon  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Government  a  most 
vehement  support ;  and  he  took  an  opportunity  to  pass 
upon  the  Government  a  general  and  scathing  indict- 
ment. He  declared  that  the  war  was  simply  a  creation 
of  divided  opinions  in  the  Cabinet;  and  he  described 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  as  marked  "  by  vacil- 
lation, by  perplexity,  by  fitfulness,  by  timidity,  and  by 
occasional  violence."  * 

*^  It  is,"  he  exclaimed,  "  a  coalition  war.  (Cheers.) 
Rival  opinions,  contrary  poUtics,  and  discordant  systems 
have  produced  that  vacillation  and  perplexity,  that  at 
last  you  are  going  to  war  with  an  opponent  who  does 
not  want  to  fight,  and  you  are  unwilling  to  encounter 
him.  (Cheers.)  What  a  mess  for  a  great  country  1 
(Cheers.)  And  this  brought  about  by  the  splendid 
administrative  talents  of  the  gentlemen  opposite.  .... 
The  financial  faux  pas  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  soon  be  forgotten,  and  even  forgiven. 
What  is  the  value  of  his  conversion  scheme  ....  to 
this  terrible  prospect  of  war,  brought  about  by  the 
combination  of  geniuses  opposite  me,  and  brought 
about   absolutely  by  the  amount  of  their  talents  and 

*  Annual  Beg^ister,  zcyi.  164. 
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the    discordancj    of    their    opmions?       (Cheers    and 
laughter.) "  * 

But  the  most  remarkable  feature  of  the  speech  was 
that,  while  thus  drawing  a  picture  of  the  enormous  task 
on  which  the  Government  had  entered,  and  their  equally 
enormous  incapacity  for  conducting  it  properly,  he 
declined  to  place  before  the  House  a  vote  of  no  con- 
fidence in  them. 

"  I  tell  them  again,"  he  says,  endeavouring  to  escape 
from  the  difficulty  by  a  dexterous  play  upon  words, — 
a  play  upon  words  in  the  midst  of  a  stupendous  national 
crisis! — "I  tell  them  again,  I  will  not  propose  a  vote 
of  no  confidence  in  men  who  prove  to  me  every  hour 
that  they  have  no  confidence  in  each  other."  f 

Next,  having  declared  that  he  had  "  tried "  the 
Government  upon  the  greatest  of  all  questions — the 
question  of  peace  or  war — he  declared  he  would  try 
them  upon  other  questions  '*  almost  equally  great.'* 
Then  he  went  on  to  denounce  their  conduct  in  not 
carr}'iDg  out  their  intention  of  dealing  >\dth  the  question 
of  reforming  the  franchise,  t  In  fact,  there  never  was 
a  more  slashing  or  more  contemptuous   attack  made 


♦  Ibid,  165. 

t  Ihid.  Mr.  Gladstone  gave  a  splendid  retort  to  this  flimsy  pre- 
tence :  "  Ought  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  to  be  spared  on  the 
ground  that  ministers  have  *  no  confidence  in  each  other '  ? " — ^the 
strongest  conceivable  reason  for  moving  such  a  vote.  **  I  tdl  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  this,  that  if  I  had  possessed  his  great  powers 
of  oratory,  and  had  held  his  position  in  this  House,  I  would  rather 
have  forfeited  both  than,  after  making  such  an  elaborate  argument, 
have  conducted  it  to  such  a  recreant  conclusion." — Ibid,  166. 

X  Ibid. 
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upon  the  Ministry  than  that  made  by  Mr.  Disraeli  on 
the  very  morning  of  the  day — ^for  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech 
did  not  conclude  till  after  midnight,* — on  which  the 
greatest  English  war  of  our  time  was  declared. 

On  May  31,  when  the  House  met  to  agree  up<Hi  a 
reply  to  the  royal  declaration  of  war,  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
careful,  while  admitting  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
declare  war,  and  while  describing  the  time  as  inoppor- 
tune for  entering  into  matters  of  policy,  to  again  make 
a  general  attack  upon  the  Government,  and  especially 
upon  Lord  Aberdeen,  its  head.f  And  the  hostility  to 
Mr.  Gladstone's  financial  proposals  was  continued  by 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  followers  with  almost  uninterrupted 
persistence  until  all  these  proposals  had  been  disposed  of. 

On  May  15,  Mr.  Wilson,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
— who  was  absent  on  account  of  a  domestic  affliction, — 
proposed  an  increase  of  the  malt  tax  from  2«.  9d.  to 
45.  Mr.  Cay  ley's  amendment  that  the  Bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months  was  supported 
by  all  the  eloquence  of  the  Opposition.  Sir  Edward 
Bulwer  Lytton  made  a  dashing  speech.  Sir  John 
Pakington  backed  him  up,  and  there  were  besides 
orations  from  the  minor  luminaries  of  the  Tory  party. 
This  attack  upon  the  Government  at  such  a  crisis  was 
so  keen  as  to  call  forth  a  sharp  rebuke  from  Mr. 
Drummond,  a  very  able,  though  eccentric  member  of 
the  Conservative  party,  who  declared  that  the  Opposi- 
tion, while  it  approved  of  the  war,  now  "  wanted  to 
shrink  from  the  realities."     "  The  Opposition/*  he  con- 

♦  md.  166.  t  Ihxd,  67. 
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tinued,  ^'  would  lead  the  Minister  into  a  mess,  but  would 
never  get  him  out  of  it*  And  Lord  John  RasseU,  too, 
denounced  this  unwillingness  to  supply  the  Qt>Temment 
with  the  means  of  carrying  on  the  war  at  the  same  time 
that  the  Opposition  professed  to  consider  the  war  just 
and  necessary. 

"  Don't  tell  me/'  said  Lord  John,  "  that  the  landed 
interests  cannot  bear  \hd.  additional  duty  upon  malt 
Tell  me  .  .  .  that  you  are  in  favour  of  the  war,  that 
you  are  ready  to  vote  increases  to  the  army  and 
to  the  navy,  but  that  you  are  not  ready  to  pay  the 
necessary  taxes  to  defray  the  expenses.  Tell  me  that 
you  shrink  from  the  unpopularity  which  belongs  to  any 
proposal  to  lay  considerable  burdens  on  the  country. 
('  Oh,  oh  I  '"from  the  Opposition.)  "  t 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  prompt  in  defending  his  friends 
from  this  attack,  and  he  denounced  as  an  extremely 
dangerous  doctrine  of  finance  "  that  the  Opposition,  if 
they  approved  the  war,  were  bound  to  vote  for  any 
proposal  for  a  new  tax  without  criticism  or  cavil."  J  It 
appeared  to  him,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  more  dis- 
cussion there  was  the  better ;  and  that  the  sight  of 
those  differences  of  opinion,  instead  of  weakeninor  the 
authority  of  the  country  in  the  eyes  of  her  "  Imperial 
foe,"  would  rather  tend  to  give  it  strength.  § 

•  Ibiii.  182. 

t  Ibuf.  183. 

X  Ibid.  184. 

§  Ibid,  185.  "  In  my  opinion,'*  he  said,  "  it  is  better  that  our  foes 
should  see  that  sums  so  vast  as  these — greater  than  those  furnished 
by  the  largest  provinces  of  our  Imperial  foe — should  be  frankly  dis- 
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Again,  on  May  22,  when  Mr.  Gladstone  proposed 
the  raising  of  £2,000,000  by  Exchequer  bonds,  an 
amendment  of  Mr.  Baring  was  supported  by  Mr.  Disraeli 
in  an  extremely  bitter  speech  against  the  Government 
generally,  and  Mr.  Gladstone  personally.* 

Immediately  after  this  came  another  and  mere  bitter 
and  more  unexpected  attack  on  the  Ministry.  On  the 
29th  of  May  the  Attorney-General  announced  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Canterbury  Bribery  Prevention  Bill. 
This  was  but  one  of  the  many  measures  the  Ministry 
were  compelled  to  abandon  after  their  introduction. 
The  absorbing  importance  of  foreign  afiairs,  the  over- 
whelming interest  of  a  great  war,  left  little  time  and 
less  inclination  for  the  discussion  of  domestic  questions. 
The  ill-success  of  the  Ministry  with  their  measures  was 
due  to  their  refusal  to  accept  facts,  and  to  their  en- 
deavour to  be  as  legislatively  active  in  the  midst  of 
a  gigantic  conflict  as  might  have  been  possible  in  days 
of  peace. 

Mr.  Disraeli  took  advantage  of  the  Attorney-General's 
simple  announcement  to  make  the  liveliest  and  perhaps 
most  bitter  attack  he  had  yet  delivered  against  the 
Ministry.      The  indictment  came  evidently  upon   the 

cussed  ;  in  mj  opinion  it  is  better,  rather  than  see  sums  given  in  the 
churlish,  undignified,  and  unmannerly  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment attempts  to  filch  this  measure,  that  our  foes  should  see  that 
we  exercise  our  functions  as  representatives  of  the  people,  and  that) 
while  prepared  to  support  even  a  Government  to  which  we  are 
opposed,  we  will  to  the  utmost  do  our  duty  to  our  constituencies, 
to  see  that  the  ways  and  means  may  be  adjusted  according  to  the 
principles  of  eternal  justice." 
•  Ibid.  187-8. 
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House  as  a  surprise,  for  the  occasion  did  not  seem  to 
invite  any  such  action.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
assailing  the  Govemment,  did  not  take  advantage  of  a 
favourable  and  natiiral  opportunity,  but  he  actually  was 
so  anxious  to  deliver  his  soul  of  his  complaint  that  he 
sought  an  opportunity,  and  was  careless  of  the  fact  that 
the  mode  and  period  of  his  attack  were  both  unusual. 
Enumerating  with  skill  the  list  of  the  Bills  which  the 
Ministry  bad  brought  in  and  had  afterwards  abandoned, 
he  repeated  his  sarcasm  upon  the  incapacity  of  the 
Government  "  administered  by  men  remarkably  dis- 
tinguished for  ability  " — (laughter) — "  men,"  he  went 
on,  "  who  have  made  enormous  sacrifices  for  their 
country,  and  for  themselves  (great  laughter  and 
much  cheering)."* 

He  next  proceeded  to  make  a  personal  attack  upon 
Lord  John  Russell,  and  to  accuse  him  of  having,  in  his 
eagerness  for  fame,  formed  a  coalition  with  those  io 
whom  he  had  been  bitterly  opposed  during  his  entire 
career,  t 

Lord  John  Russell  was  provoked  into  a  bitter  reply 
by  this  unexpected  assault,  and  pointed  out  how  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  seeking  for  an  opportunity  to  embarrass 
the  Government.  He  alluded  to  the  reiterated  hostility 
shown  to  the  measures  which  Mr.  Gladstone  proposed 

*  Annual  Regi8t€r,  xcvi.  126. 

f  "  No  man,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  *'  has  made  greater  sacrifices  than 
the  noble  Lord."  (Laughter.)  "  He  has  thrown  overboard  all  his 
friends  and  colleagues,  and  has  connected  himself  witli  a  coterie  cd 
public  men  who  have  passed  a  great  part  of  their  lives  in  depre- 
ciating the  abilities  of  the  noble  I^ord  and  running  down  his  eminent 
career.    (Loud  laughter  and  ironical  cheers.)" — Ibid, 
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for  supplying  the  ways  and  means,  and  he  wound  up 
with  a  very  severe  attack  upon  Mr.  Disraeli's  action 
in  reference  to  the  Bill  for  admitting  the  Jews  to 
Parliament.  This  part  of  Lord  John  Russell's  speech 
led  to  a  good  deal  of  recrimination,  but  as  he  seems  to 
have  laboured  under  a  mistake  I  need  not  dwell  upon 
it.* 

The  moment  Lord  John  sat  down  Mr.  Disraeli  once 
more  stood  up  and  renewed  with  even  greater  vehemence 
his  previous  attack.  Be  accused  the  Government 
of  clinging  to  office  notwithstanding  their  failure  to 
carry  so  many  of  their  measures  ;  corrected  his  former 
statement  that  they  had  been  guilty  of  "  credulity  or 
connivance  "  by  saying  that  he  thought  they  were  now 
guilty  of  "  connivance  and  credulity  ; "  and  wound  up 
by  repeating  his  charge  against  Lord  John  Russell  of 
joining  with  former  foes  for  the  mere  purpose  of  holding 
office.t 

So  ferocious  was  this  attack  that  Colonel,  after- 
wards General  Peel,  one  of  the  most  respectable  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  own  supporters,  intervened,  and  de- 
nounced moderately,  but  effectively,  such  an  un- 
patriotic    attempt    to    bring    the   Government    into 

ridicule,  t 

Thus  I  have  shown  that  Mr.  Disraeli  in  this  session 

•  Ibid.  127-8. 

t  Ibid.  128-30. 

X  Colonel  Peel  said:  "  Though  perfectly  free  and  unbiassed  bj  party 
feeling,  he  entertained  Conservative  opinions  which  rendered  it  im- 
possible for  him  to  give  his  support  to  the  present  Qovemment,  but 
still  he  would  never  be  a  party  to  such  attacks  as  that  which  had 
been  made  upon  the  noble  Lord  to-night.    Such  attacks  only  tended 
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of  1854,  in  place  of  avoiding  any  embarrassment  of  the 
Government,  seized  every  single  opportunity  of  making 
tlie  most  vehement  and  bitter  attacks  upon  them. 
And  this,  be  it  remembered,  although  he  practically 
agreed  that  the  war  they  waged  was  a  just  war. 

On  but  one  other  of  the  questions  discussed  during 
this  session  is  it  necessary  for  me  to  take  any  notice  of 
Mr.  Disraeli's  action.  Among  the  BiUs  introduced  by 
Lord  John  Russell  was  one  for  a  change  in  the  oaths 
required  of  Members  of  Parliament  on  taking  their 
seats  in  the  House.  The  Bill  contained  one  clause — 
the  fifth — ^which  would  have  enabled  Jews  to  sit  in  Par- 
liament without  taking  a  Christian  oath.  But  besides 
this,  there  were  other  clauses  which  relieved  Roman 
Catholics  from  swearing  to  declarations  offensive  to 
their  religious  feelings.  The  fifth  clause  was  the  one 
most  obnoxious  to  the  Tory  party.  It  was  bitterly 
opposed  by  Lord  Derby.  Sir  Frederick  Thesiger 
proposed  the  rejection  of  the  measure  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  main  body  of  the  Tory  party 
backed  up  the  opposition.  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  order  to 
throw  a  sop  to  the  wretched  bigotry  of  his  partisans, 
actually  condescended  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  offering  tie 
paltry  and  false  excuse  that,  because  it  released  the 

to  weaken  the  Government  in  carrying  on  a  war  which  he  cordiallj 
approved,  and,  so  far  from  believing  the  Government  had  been  guiltj 
either  of  credulity,  connivance,  or  collusion,  he  gave  them  his  entire 
support  in  everything  they  had  done  in  connection  with  the  war; 
and  both  with  regard  to  their  financial  measures  and  every  other 
arrangement,  they  might  rely  upon  every  assistance  he  could  render 
them." — Hansardj  3  S.  cxxxiii.  1093. 
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Roman  Catholics  from  offensive  and  futile  oaths^  it 
endangered  the  security  of  the  Protestant  religion. 

Parliament,  which,  had  been  prorogued  in  August, 
was  suddenly  called  together  on  December  12,  but 
it  is  not  necessary  to  say  much  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
action  during  the  fortnight  of  its  sitting.  The 
leaders  of  the  Opposition  moved  no  amendment  to 
the  address,  and  professed  a  strong  desire  to  do  or 
say  nothing  which  might  give  an  appearance  of  a 
want  of  unanimity.  This  did  not  prevent  both  Lord 
Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  from  entering  into 
a  very  detailed  criticism  of  the  whole  conduct  of  the 
Government.  So  violent,  indeed,  was  Mr.  Disraeli's 
attack  that  it  provoked  from  Lord  John  Russell  the 
statement  that  the  speech  did  not  contain  "  a  germ  of 
patriotism.''  * 

When  Parliament  reassembled  in  1855,  the  Oppo- 
sition followed  exactly  the  same  tactics,  and  they  were 
unexpectedly  placed  in  a  position  to  do  so  more  effec- 
tively.    The  blame  for  the  terrible  blunders  which  had 

*  In  the  course  of  this  speech,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  impmdent  enoagh — 
to  say  the  least  of  it — to  rake  up  the  attacks  which  Sir  James  Graham 
and  Sir  Charles  Wood  made  upon  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  who  was 
then,  as  is  known,  the  ally  of  England  in  carrying  on  the  war  against 
Russia ;  and  he  said  the  Emperor's  joining  with  us  so  zealously,  after 
these  attacks,  in  the  war  was  a  proof  of  the  '*  generosity  of  that  great 
man." — Annual  Regster^  xcvi.  228.  It  was  probably  the  evil  effect  this 
re'Opening  of  old  sores  might  have  that  prompted  Lord  John  Russell's 
rejoinder.  In  the  course  of  this  speech  also,  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  referring 
to  an  attack  made  before  by  Mr.  Layard  on  the  Ministry,  described 
that  gentleman  as  "  a  man  of  genius,  who  would  be  remembered 
when  the  greater  portion  of  the  existing  Cabinet  were  forgotten." — 
Ihid,  227. 
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been  committed  in  the  management  of  the  army  had 
been  laid^  by  the  popular  voice,  chiefly  on  the  shouldoB 
of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  the  Minister  for  War.  Lord 
John  Russell,  accepting  this  view,  proposed  to  Lord 
Aberdeen  that  the  Duke  should  be  replaced  by  Lord 
Palmerston.  The  proposition  was  apparently  staved 
off.  As  soon  as  the  House  of  Conunons  met,  Mr. 
Roebuck  gave  voice  to  the  popular  outcry  against  the 
administration  of  the  army  by  proposing  a  committee 
of  inquiry.  Lord  John  Russell  thereupon  resigned,  de- 
claring that  he  could  not  resist  such  a  proposal.  Mr. 
Disraeli  supported  Mr.  Roebuck's  motion,  and  joined 
in  the  attack  upon  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  at  the  same 
time  declaring  that  the  whole  of  the  Government  was 
responsible  for  the  blunders  of  the  war.*  And  then 
he  denounced  Lord  John  Russell's  proposal  that  the 
Duke  of  Newcastle  should  be  succeeded  by  Lord 
Palmerston  as  Minister  for  War  as  "profligate  in- 
trigue/' t  aiid  he  concluded  by  saying  that  he  had  no 
confidence  whatever  in  the  existing  Administration.  J 
Mr.  Roebuck's  motion,  as  is  known,  was  carried  by 
a  majority  of  157  against  the  Ministry,  and  then  Lord 
Derby,  among  other  persons,  was  asked  to  attempt  the 
formation  of  a  new  administration.  It  is  not  uninterest- 
ing to  know  that  for  some  time  there  was  supposed  to 
be  a  possibility  of  a  coalition  Ministry,  with  Lord 
Derby,  Lord  Palmerston,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  Mr. 
Disraeli  among  its  members.  The  proposal,  however, 
did  not  succeed,  because  of  the  refusal  both  of  Lord 

♦  Ihid,  xcvii.  17—19.  +  Ihid,  %  Ibid.  18. 
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Palmerston  and  Mr.  Gladstone  to  accept  office  under 
Lord  Derby.  But  it  is  not  a  little  remarkable  that 
these  proposals  for  forming  a  coalition  should  come 
from  those  men  who  had  spent  years  in  denouncing  a 
coalition  which  had  overthrown  their  own  Ministry, 
and  which  was  the  basis  of  the  Government  of  Lord 
Aberdeen.  Another  interesting  circumstance  in  con- 
nection with  these  negotiations  is,  that  if  they  had 
succeeded,  Mr.  Disraeli  would  probably  never  have 
reached  to  the  commanding  position  he  afterwards 
attained.  One  of  the  conditions  which  Lord  Derby 
offered  as  an  inducement  to  Lord  Palmerston  to  accept 
his  proposal  was  that  he  should  be  the  leader  of  the 
Ministry  in  the  House  of  Commons.  That,  of  course, 
implied  the  dethronement  of  Mr.  Disraeli  from  the 
position  of  the  first  Conservative  spokesman ;  and  Mr. 
Disraeli,  according  to  Lord  Derby,  professed  himself 
quite  willing  to  accept  such  an  arrangement.*  Finally, 
the  negotiations  for  the  formation  of  a  new  Govern- 
ment in  which  Lord  John  Russell  and  Lord  Granville 
as  well  as  the  Earl  of  Derby  had  been  engaged,  issued 
in  the  formation  of  a  Ministry  under  Lord  Palmerston. 
To  the  new  administration  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not  more 
sparing  than  to  that  which  had  gone  before.     Lord 

•  "  I  was  enabled,"  said  Lord  Derby,  "  by  an  act  of  self-abnegation 
and  forbearance,  for  which  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  deserves  the 
highest  credit,  to  state,  upon  the  part  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
Disraeli,  that  with  regard  to  the  lead  in  the  House  of  Commons,  with 
which  he  had  been  honoured  upon  a  former  occasion,  in  the  presence 
of  the  noble  Viscount  he  would  waive  all  claim  to  that  position,  and 
would  willingly  act  under  the  direction  of  a  statesman  of  the  noble 
Viscount's  ability  and  experience." — Ibid.  34. 
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Palmerston,  on  entering  on  office,  accepted  tlie  Com- 
mittee of  Investigation  proposed  by  Mr.  Koebuck,  and 
this  step  resulted  in  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Sir  James  Graham,  and  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert.  Mr. 
Disraeli  took  advantage  of  this  circomstance  to  make 
a  general  attack  on  the  Government;  and  thus,  curi- 
ously enough,  although  Mr.  Disraeli  had  been  willing 
to  join  an  administration  with  Lord  Palmerston  as  one 
of  the  leading  Ministers,  and  as  his  own  chief  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  Lord  Palmerston,  just  aft^r  he 
had  taken  office,  was  denounced  by  Mr.  Disraeli  with 
as  much  bitterness  as  his  predecessors  in  power.* 

In  the  course  of  this  session,  as  everybody  knows, 
negotiations  were  entered  upon  in  Vienna  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  whether  the  war  could  be  brought 
to  a  conclusion  or  not.  Lord  John  Russell  being  the 
English  representative  at  these  conferences.  The  last 
formal  sitting  of  this  Congress  took  place  on  the  26th 
April.  The  public,  however,  were  left  uncertain  as  to 
whether  this  was  to  be  considered  the  conclusion  of  its 
sittings,  and,  therefore,  the  termination  of  an  attempt 
to  put  an  end  to  hostilities,  or  whether  the  Congress 
was  to  be  regarded  as  merely  suspended,  and  negoti- 
ations for  peace  were  still  to  go  on.  By  the  beginning 
of  May  Lord  John  Russell  had  returned  to  London, 
and  questions  immediately  began  to  be  asked  in  the 
House  as  to  what  was  the  real  state  of  the  negotiations 
in  which  he  had  taken  such  a  prominent  part.     This 

*  "  He  " — Mr.  Disraeli — "  commented  with  great  severity  on  the 
conduct  and  inconsistencies  of  Lord  Palmerston. "—/Jirf.  63, 
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epocli  in  the  war  produced  two  motions  hostile  to  the 
Government  from  two  different  quarters.  On  the  one 
hand  there  was  a  motion  of  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  on 
behalf  of  the  peace  party,  which  condenmed  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  being  sufficiently  zealous  in  their  endea- 
vours to  put  an  end  to  hostilities.  On  the  other  hand, 
Mr.  Austin  Layard,  making  himself  the  spokesman  of 
the  Turcophile  party,  proposed  a  resolution  intended 
to  force  the  Government  into  demanding  large  terms 
from  Russia. 

It  was  on  the  11th  May  that  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  gave 
notice  of  his  motion,  while  Mr.  Austin  Layard  had 
placed  his  resolution  on  the  table  on  the  27th  April 
previously.  Monday,  May  21,  was  fixed  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  one  of  those  motions,  and  the  House  was 
crowded  with  members  anxious  to  know  what  answer 
the  Government  were  really  prepared  to  make  as  to 
the  important  question  whether  all  hope  of  a  peaceful 
settlement  was  abandoned.  Lord  Palmerston,  in  reply 
to  several  questions,  stated  that  the  Vienna  Conference 
was  suspended  but  not  closed;  that  the  Government 
did  not  consider  the  means  of  pacification  exhausted ; 
that  Austria  was  still  furnished  with  the  means  of 
bringing  about  a  peace,  and  that  any  propositions  of 
Russia  made  through  Austria  would  receive  favourable 
consideration.*  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  at  this  period 
was  of  opinion  that  hostilities  had  gone  on  quite 
long  enough,  was  satisfied  with  those  answers,  and 
thought   they   offered   such   fair  hopes   of    a   return 

♦  Ibid,  107. 
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of  peace,  that  lie  urged  Mr.  Milner  Oibaon  to  with- 
draw his  motion.  Mr.  Disraeli,  on  the  other  hand, 
remained  dissatisfied  with  the  explanations  of  the 
Government,  and  demanded  a  more  explicit  statement 
from  Lord  Palmerston,  declaring  that  the  secrecj 
which  the  Premier  maintained  was  meant  to  cover 
"  mysterious  and  sinister  operations  '*  of  his  own.* 
Lord  Palmerston  pointed  ont  the  inconvenience  of  any 
further  discussion  at  a  moment  when  negotiations  for 
peace  could  still  be  regarded  as  actually  going  on,  and 
Lord  John  Russell  stood  up  to  confirm  the  Prime 
Minister's  representation  as  to  the  Congress  being  sus- 
pended and  not  closed,  and  as  to  there  still  being  room 
for  the  hope  that  peace  might  be  restored  by  negotia- 
tions. Mr.  Disraeli,  however,  was  not  to  be  deterred  by 
any  of  these  considerations  from  making  an  attack  upon 
the  Government.  When  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  in  reply 
to  the  appeals  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  consented  to  postpone 
his  motion  until  after  the  Whitsuntide  recess,  Mr. 
Disraeli  at  once  stepped  into  the  breach,  declaring  that 
ho  could  not  allow  the  House  to  break  up  without 
some  further  explanations.  Accordingly  he  gave  notice 
of  a  resolution  condemning  ^*  the  ambiguous  language 
and  uncertain  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
reference  to  the  great  question  of  peace  or  war.''  t  In 
defence  of  this  extraordinary  conduct,  he  declared  that 
the  time  for  forbearance  and  silence  had  passed.  "The 
sUence  of  the  House,"  he  said,  "  in  1 853  had  lowered 

*  Ihid.  107. 
t  Ihxd,  108. 
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its  cliaracter,  and  had  not  assisted  in  tlie  preservation 
of  peace/^* 

On  the  24th  May,  then,  Mr.  Disraeli  moved  his 
resolution ;  and  in  supporting  this  motion  he  attacked 
Lord  Palmerston  and  Lord  John  Russell  with  the 
greatest  bittemess.f  A  long  debate  ensued,  and 
the  strength  of  the  disapproval  with  which  his  propo* 
sition  was  received  will  be  estimated  from  the  fact  ^hat 
it  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  100::  the  numbers 
being  319  to  219.  % 

Subsequently  to  this^  Lord  John  Russell  fell  into 
disrepute  on  account  of  discrepancies  between  his  ex- 
planations in  Parliament,  and  his  -conduct  in  Vienna. 
Li  all  the  violent  attacks  made  upon  him,  Mr.  Bisraeli 
took  a  prominent  part;  §  and  on  July  16th,  when  Lord 
John  Russell  announced  his  resignation,  Mr.  Disraeli 
assailed  a  speech  of  Lord  Palmerston  on  the  occasion 
as  '^reckless  rhodomontade,''  and  as  ''the  patrician 
bullying  of  the  Treasury  Bench.''  ||  It  was  not  fit,  he 
said,  that  Lord  Palmerston  should  attempt  -to  stop  dis- 
cussions by  language  which  he  would  not  use  an  unpar- 

♦  Ibid.  108-9. 

t  Ibid.  109—111. 

%  lAr,  Digraeli's  chief  objection  to  the  despatcli  of  Lord  John 
Russell  as  our  plenipotentiary  to  the  Vienna  Conference  was  that 
that  statesman  was  pledged  to  bitterly  anti- Russian  views.  He 
quoted  the  various  speeches  which  Lord  John  RusseU  had  made  in 
favour  of  a  decisive  struggle  with  Russia,  and  also  the  disrespectful 
terms  in  which  he  had  spoken  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  personally ; 
concluding  with  the  remark,  '*  This  was  the  dove  sent  out  upon  the 
troubled  waters." — Ihid,  1 10. 

§  Ibid.  164. 

y  Ibid,  169. 

32 


498  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

liamentary  epithet  to  describe,  but  not  language  which 
he  expected  "  from  one  who  is  not  only  the  leader  of 
the  Honse  of  Commons — ^which  is  an  accident  of  life — 
but  who  is  also  a  gentleman.  (Great  cheering.)''  *  And 
he  wound  up  by  declaring  that  Lord  Pahnerston  had 
shown  that  night,  ''  by  his  language  and  by  the  tone 
of  his  mind,  that  if  the  honour  and  interests  of  the 
country  be  any  longer  entrusted  to  his  care,  the  first 
will  be  degraded  and  the  last  will  be  betrayed.  (Loud 
cheers.)  '^  f 

The  vote  of  censure  on  Lord  Palmerston  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  introduced  gave  rise  to  several  amendments. 
Thus  his  motion  led  to  lengthy  discussions  and  several 
divisions,  and  it  was  not  until  June  8th  that  the  matter 
was  disposed  of.  The  Government  were  supported  by 
a  large  majority  of  the  House,  but  they  found  bitter 
opponents  in  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Cobden,  and  the  peace 
party  generally,  and  in  Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  adherents. 
There  is,  let  me  remark  parenthetically,  a  wide  distinc- 
tion between  the  opposition  of  the  former  and  of  Mr. 
Disraeli.  The  peace  party  regarded  the  time  as  already 
arrived  for  bringing  the  war  to  a  conclusion,  and, 
therefore,  were  justified  in  endeavouring  to  prevent 
the  Government  from  continuing  it.  But  between 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  Lord  Palmerston  there  was  really  no 
essential  difference  of  policy,  for  the  Prime  Minister 
was  quite  as  Russophobist  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, and,  therefore,  the  charge  of  unfairly  embarrassing 
the   Government   is   justifiable   against   Mr.  DisraeU, 

♦  Ibid.  159-60.  t  ibid,  160. 
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thongli  it   may  not  be   against   Messrs.  Bright  and 
Cobden. 

It  was  on  the  8tli  Jane,  I  have  s€dd,  that  the 
debates  and  attacks  upon  the  Government,  to  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  gave  rise,  were  concluded.  On  the 
following  day,  and,  therefore,  without  any  doubt  in 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Opposition  and  of 
Mr.  Disraeli,  the  Prince  Consort  made  his  memorable 
speech  at  the  Trinity  House  dinner, — ^that  speech  in 
which  Constitutional  Government  was  said  to  be  on 
its  trial,  and  the  efforts  to  impede  the  Ministry  in  the 
midst  of  their  enormous  responsibilities  were  criticised 
as  bitterly  as  the  position  of  the  speaker  would  permit.* 


*  He  said,  "  If  ever  there  was  a  time  when  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment, by  whomsoever  cond  acted,  required  the  support,  ay,  not  the 
support  alone,  but  the  confidence,  goodwill,  and  sympathy  of  their 
fellow-countrymen,  it  is  the  present.  It  is  not  the  way  to  success  in 
war  to  support  it,  however  ardently  and  energetically,  and  to  run 
down  and  weaken  those  who  have  to  conduct  it.  We  are  engaged 
with  a  mighty  adversary,  who  uses  against  us  all  those  wonderful 
powers  which  have  sprung  up  under  the  generating  influence  of  our 
liberty  and  our  civilization,  and  employs  them  with  all  the  force 
which  unity  of  purpose  and  action,  impenetrable  secrecy,  and  uncon- 
trolled despotic  power  give  him  ;  whilst  we  have  to  meet  him  under  a 
state  of  things  intended  for  peace  and  the  promotion  of  that  very  civili- 
zation, a  civilization  the  offspring  of  public  discussion,  the  friction  of 
parties,  and  popular  control  over  the  government  of  the  State.  The 
Queen  has  no  power  to  levy  troops,  and  none  at  her  command,  except 
such  as  voluntarily  offer  their  services.  Her  Government  can  enter- 
tain no  measures  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war  without  having 
to  explain  them  publicly  in  Parliament ;  her  armies  and  fleets  can 
make  no  movement,  nor  even  prepare  for  any,  without  its  being 
proclaimed  by  the  press;  and  no  mistake,  however  trifling,  can 
occur,  no  weakness  exist,  which  it  may  be  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  conceal  from  the  world,  without  its  being  publicly  denounced, 
and  even  frequently  exaggerated,  with  a  morbid  satisfaction.     The 
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Notwithstanding  tliis  rebuke  fromrsohigli  a  qnarter^ 
Mr.  Disraeli  joined  heartily  in  the  next  onslaught  upon 
the  Government.  On  July  17th  Mr.  Boebuck  proposed 
a  motion  founded  on  the  report  of  tiie  Sebastopol 
Committee.  The  motion  attributed  the  sofferingrs  of 
the  army  during  the  previous  winter  in  the  Crimea 
chiefly  to  the  then  Cabinet,  and  declared  every 
member  of  that  Cabinet^  whose  counsels  led  to  such 
disastrous  results,  worthy  of  ''  severe  reprehension.'*  * 

The  Aberdeen  Cabinet  was  that,  as  the  reader 
knows,  alluded  to.  Now,  Lord  Palmerston  and  nearly 
all  his  colleagues  had  been  members  of  the  Aberdeen 
Cabinet;  and  such  a  motion,  accordingly,  amounted  to 
a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  existing  Govem- 
ment. 

Whatever  view  we  take  of  Lord  Palmerston  and  his 
policy,  such  a  motion  at  such  a  time  can  only  be 
regarded  as  unwise  and  unjust,  inopportune  and 
unpatriotic.  The  mistakes  which  it  condemned  were 
past  and  gone,  and  the  Ministers — Lord  Aberdeen  and 

Qaeen's  ambassadors  can  carrj  on  no  negotiation  which  has  not  to 
be  publicly  defended  by  enteriug  into  all  the  arguments  which  a 
negotiator,  to  have  success,  must  be  able  to  shut  up  in  the  innermost 
recesses  of  his  heart — nay,  at  the  most  critical  moment,  when  the 
complications  of  military  measures  and  diplomatic  negotiations  may 
be  at  their  height,  an  adverse  vote  in  Parliament  may  of  a  sadden 
deprive  her  of  all  her  confidential  servants.  Oentlemen,  consti- 
tutional government  is  under  a  heavy  trial,  and  can  only  pass 
triumphantly  through  it  if  the  country  will  grant  its  confidence— a 
patriotic,  indulgent,  and  self-denying  confidence — to  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Without  this  all  their  labours  must  be  in  Tain." — 
Jrving^  295. 

♦  Annual  Register,  xcvii  161. 
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the  Duke  of  Newcastle^— who  were  chiefly  responsible 
had  been  sacrificed.  Lord  Palmerston  could  scarcely  be 
held  responsible ;  and  even  if  he  could^  he  was  now  in 
the  middle  of  a  difficult  and  momentous  struggle^  and 
it  was  unfair  to  impede  his  course  by  those  references 
to  a  dead  past.  This  was  the  view  taken  by  two  of 
the  most  distinguished  members  of  the  Conseryative 
party,  and  so  strong  was  the  feeling  of  these  men  upon 
the  subject  that  they  personally  came  forward  to  the 
defence  of  the  Government  by  proposing  the  previous 
question.  The  mover  of  this  amendment  in  favour  of 
the  Ministry  was  General  Peel,  afterwards  the  colleague 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  Lord  Bobert  Cecil,  who  is  now 
known  as  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury.*  General  Peel 
denounced  the  interference  of  the  House  with  the 
Government,  and  Lord  Bobert  Cecil  characterised 
Mr.  Roebuck's  motion  as  wearing  "  the  aspect  of  acri- 
monious and  vindictive  personality."  t  Mr.  Disraeli, 
however,  strongly  supported  Mr.  Boebuck's  motion. 

I  have  now  traced  Mr.  Disraeli's  action  through  the 
whole  Crimean  war,  and  I  have  proved  that  he  did  not 
display  that  forbearance  towards  the  Government  whicb 
was  claimed  by  his  adherents  during  his  own  tenure 
of  office,  and  which,  in  the  imaginary  history  of  past 
transactions  supplied  by  Tory  speakers,  he  was  credited 
with  having  shown.  I  have  proved  that  on  every  single 
occasion  on  which  an  attack  was  possible  upon  the 
Government,  he  was  among  the  foremost  assailants.  I 
have  shown  that  he  proposed  a  vote  of  censure  himself^ 

•  IMd,  162.  t  I^»^ 
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and  supported  every  vote  of  censure  that  came  from 
anybody  else;  and  I  have  proved  that  all  these 
motions  he  backed  up  with  the  most  violent  language. 
Having  now  laid  the  facts  before  the  reader,  I  consider 
all  further  comment  unnecessary. 

The  session  of  1856  was  not  very  important.  The 
affairs  of  Italy  were  discussed  more  than  once,  and  the 
encouragement  which  Lord  Palmerston  evidently  was 
inclined  to  give  Sardinia  in  endeavouring  to  unite  that 
distracted  country,  was  denounced  by  the  Conservative 
leaders,  and  by  none  more  vigorously  than  by  Mr. 
Disraeli.  In  the  course  of  one  of  his  speeches  he 
again  attributed  the  attempts  at  Italian  unity:  to 
secret  societies ;  *  and  denounced  English  interference 
with  Italian  affairs  as  more  likely  to  produce  a  worse 
state  of  things  than  before.  On  a  previous  occasion, 
when  the  estimates  were  being  discussed,  he  had 
expressed  similar  views  with  regard  to  Italy,  strongly 
condemning  any  encouragement  of  Sardinia  for  de- 
stroying Austrian  authority  in  the  Peninsula,!  and 
he  suggested  no  readier  remedy  for  the  evils  of  the 
country  than  the  action  of  time.f 

At  the  close  of  the  session,  in  giving  an  elabo- 
rate view  of  what  had  taken  place,  he  made  one 
statement  in  particular  which  subsequent  events 
make  interesting.  Defining  the  difference  between 
Conservative  and  Liberal  principles,  he  declared  him- 

•  Ibid,  xcviii.  81. 
t  Ibid.,  162. 
i  IhvA,  153. 
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self  as  a  Conservatiye  strongly  against  any  farther 
reduction  of  the  franchise.* 

The  session  of  1857  found  Lord  Palmerston  involved 
in  a  war  both  with  Persia  and  China.  In  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  Mr.  Disraeli  delivered  a  very 
remarkable  speech  on  this  state  of  circumstances. 
He  denounced  in  strong  terms  the  whole  foreign  policy 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  ''Now,  Sir/'  he  said,  sum- 
marising its  effect,  ''  it  is  a  very  remarkable  fact  that 
there  is  always  a  diflSculty  in  our  foreign  affairs.''  t 

He  went  in  detail  through  every  part  of  the 
policy  he  attacked,  and  found  justification  everywhere 
for  such  a  judgment.  He  denied  the  right  of  Lord 
Palmerston  to  interfere  in  Italy,  especially  as  he 
accused  him  of  havmg  made  a  secret  treaty,  the  effect 
of  which  was  to  guarantee  to  Austria  all  her  posses- 
sions. He  was  utterly  shocked  by  this  secret  treaty. 
It  was  a  "  ruinous  imposture  on  the  credulity  of  the 
country."  {  He  passed  in  review  our  relations  with 
Russia,  and  denounced  in  strong  terms  the  Russo- 
phobia  of  Lord  Palmerston.  He  described  the  efforts 
of  the  Minister  to  rouse  a  belligerent  feeling  against  a 
country  which  meant  no  offence  against  us,  and  which 
was  desirous  of  peace  for  the  very  good  reason  that 

♦  "  I  hold,"  said  he,  "  that  to  be  a  Conservative  principle  which 
regards  the  Parliamentary  settlement  of  1832  as  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. I  hold  that  to  be  a  Conservative  principle  which,  without  any 
blind  or  bigoted  adherence  to  the  doctrine  on  all  possible  occasions, 
believes  that  tampering  with  the  suffrage  is  a  great  evil  to  the  State." 
— /Jirf.  203-4. 
,t  Hansard,  3  8.  cxliv.  113. 
X  Ihid,  HI 
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she  was  too  exhausted  to  fight.  Any  difficnlty  that 
existed  between  us  and  that  country  he  ascribed  to 
blunders  of  Lovd  Clarendon  at  the  Paria  Congress; 
and  he  condemned  with  indignation  the  attempt  to 
cover  such  a  blunder  by  exciting  ill-feeling  between 
the    two  countries.*    He  scofEed   at  the   charge  of 

*  Mr.  Disraeli  firal  described  Lord  Clarendon  being  sent  as  a 
Plenipotentiary  to  Paris,  in  place  of  leaving  oar  representation  at 
the  Congress  to  our  Minister  at  Paris.    *'  Ton  would  not  even  tnst 
your  Ambassador  in  Pairis,  ...  one  of  the  leading  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  one  of  the  principal  Ministers  of  the  Queen,  ahould  himself 
proceed  to  Paris  to  do  that  which  you  were  determined  to  achieTe. 
Well,  he  does  go,  and  commits  this  awful  mistake,  which  not  being 
discoYered  at  the  time,  he  returns  to  this  country  with  great  honoar, 
crowned  with  laurels."     He  then  proceeded :    *'  The    mistake,  cf 
course,  is  at  length  discovered  in  the  most  natural  manner  possible 
-^namely,  by  your  late  foes,  to  whom  rights  had  been  given  by  the 
treaty,  asserting  their  rights  ;  and  instead  of  at  once  taming  round 
and  saying, '  Oh,  there  has  been  a  mistake  :'  the  people  of  England 
can  never  be  satisfied  with  this  arrangement ;  let  us  understand  ea^rh 
other,  ...  in  a  most  conciliatory  manner,  and  carry  out  our  real  in- 
tention— instead  of- that,  every  means  arc  used  to  lash  up  the  passions 
of  the  people  of  England.     You  are  made  to  suppose  that  .  .  .  our 
late  foe  . . .  hod  absolutely  endeavoured  to  defraud  us  of  the  legitimate 
consequences  of  our  hard-earned  victory,  and  in  order  that  there 
should  be  no  want  of  enthusiasm,  and  that  the  public  should  be 
prepared  to  enter  into  a  renewed  contest  with  Russia — this  exhaofted 
Russia,  which  was  quite  determined  not  to  fight  upon  the  question 
— the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  goes  down  himself  to  the  great 
capital  of  industry,  peace,  and  cotton,  harangues  some  of  the  most 
eminent  members,  I  believe,  of  the  Peace  Society.  ...  *  I  wiU  have 
no  compromise,*  said  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown ;  *  I  vnU  have 
no  explanation — not  a  word  shall  pass — I  will  have  the  treaty,  the 
whole  treaty,  and  nothing  but  the  treaty.' — Russia,  indeed,  was  pre- 
pared to  give  it  to  us.    But  the  noble  Lord  excites  the  passions  of 
the  people.    He  says :  *  There  will  be  no  wavering  ;  *  and  the  whole 
country,  though  they  did  not  know  why,  were  perfectly  prepared  to 
go  to  war  with  Russia  again,  and  I  believe  that  at  that  moment 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
might  have  had  an  income  tax  of  20  per  cent.  .  .  .  Understand,  that 
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duplicity  brought  against  the  BnBsian  Minister^*  and 
he  wonnd  up  by  drawing  an  e£Eective  picture  of  the 
distress  which  this  aggressive  policy  caused  to  the 
people,  t  This  speech  soon  met  with  its  reward. 
The  policy  of  Lord  Palmerston  in  China  excited  a 
large  amount  of  disapproval  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; and  Mr,  Cobden^  on  the  part  of  the  peace 
party^  moved  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  Cobden 
was  supported  by  Lord  John  Russell  and  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  his  motion  led  to  a  combination  of 
parties  against  the  Govemment^-^Lord  John  Russell^ 
Mr.  Gladstone^  the  advocates  of  peace>  and  the  entire 
body  of  the  Conservatives  voting  all  together.  In  the 
course  of  the  debates  which  took  place,  the  lawfulness 
of  forming  such  a  combination  against  the  Govern- 
ment was  one  of  the  subjects  most  warmly  debated ; 
and  Mr.  Disraeli,  who,  when  his  Government  was 
about  to  fall  in  1852,  had  made  so  violent  an  attack 

from  the  first  Russia  never  was  in  a  position  to  strike  a  blow." — 
Mansard,  8  &  cxliv.  118-19. 

*  "  Sir,  I  am  told  that  the  Russian  Minister  behaved  verj  ill.  Oh, 
wicked  Baron  Brnnnowl  The  Russian  Minister  was  actually  so 
flagitious  as  to  look  after  the  interests  of  his  master.  Oh,  ungrateful 
Baron  Brunnow,  who,  after  all  the  civility  and  hospitality  he  received 
in  London,  did  not  when  in  Paris  do  for  Lord  Clarendon  that  which 
Lord  Clarendon  ought  to  have  done  for  himself  I" — Ihid.  116. 

t  "  In  this  state  of  affairs  .  .  .  this  innocent,  suffering,  energetic, 
industrial,  commercial,  overtaxed  people  of  England  are  resigned  to 
their  position,  and  are  even  enthusiastic  in  favour  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because  they  think  that  the  burdens  they  bear  are  the  natural  con- 
sequences of  the  enormous  dangers  surrounding  them,  and  that 
the  noble  Lord  is  the  only  man  who  can  extricate  them  from  diffi- 
culties which  necessarily  result  from  the  condition  of  Europe.**-— 
Ibid.  123.4. 


5o6  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

upon  coalitions,*  now,  in  reply  to  Lord  P^merston, 
entered  into  quite  as  yigorous  a  defence  of  that  weapon 
of  party  warfare.t 

The  Grovemment  were  defeated,  and  Lord  Palmerston 
appealed  to  the  coontry.  X 

The  address  which  Mr.  Disraeli  issued  to  his  con- 
stituents upon  this  occasion  is  a  very  remarkable 
document,  and  definitely  marks  out  the  line  of  action 
which  he  adopted  through  the  long  period  he  was  in 
opposition  to  Lord  Palmerston.  The  policy  of  Lord 
Palmerston  is  generally  understood.  It  was  a  policy 
of  active  interference  in  the  affairs  of  other  conntries, 
and  of  a  strong,  not  to  say  aggressive,  defence  of 
English  rights  throughout  the  world.  In  other  words, 
it  was  a  policy  which  corresponds  very  closely  to  what 
is  now  designated  as  a  ^^  spirited  foreign  policy.''  To 
this  system  Mr.  Disraeli,  during  all  these  years  from 
1857  down  to  1865,  offered  the  diametrically  opposite 

♦  See  ante,  472-3. 

f  "The  First  Minister  is  of  all  men,"  said  he,  "the  man  who 
cannot  bear  a  coalition.  Why,  Sir,  he  is  the  archetjpe  of  political 
combinations  without  avowed  political  principles.  .  .  .  The  nebile 
Lord  cannot  bear  coalitions  I  The  noble  Lord  has  acted  only  with 
those  amongst  whom  he  was  bom  and  bred  in  politics  I  That  infant 
Hercules  was  taken  out  of  a  Whig  cradle  I  And  how  consistent  has 
been  his  political  life  I  Looking  back  upon  the  past  half-centarf, 
during  which  he  has  professed  almost  every  principle,  and  connected 
himself  with  almost  every  party,  the  noble  Lord  has  raised  a  wamiog 
voice  to-night  against  coalitions,  because  he  fears  that  a  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  ranking  in  its  numbers  some  of  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  House,  .  .  .  may  not  approve  a  policy  with 
respect  to  China  which  has  began  in  outrage,  and  which,  if  poiBoed 
will  end  in  ruin." — Hansard^  3  S.  cxliv.  1839. 

X  Irving,  329. 
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one  of  non-intervention,  a  policy  of  conciliation  abroad, 
and  of  pesrce,  retrenchment,  and  the  improvement  of 
the  social  condition  of  the  people  at  home.  The 
address  of  1857  puts  these  principles  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  in  a  very  brief  but  in  a  very  intelligible  form. 
Lord  Palmerston  he  described  in  this  address  as 
occupying  a  false  position.  "  He  is/'  he  said,  "a  Tory 
chief  of  a  Radical  Cabinet.^'  And  then  he  went  on 
to  describe  as  a  result  of  this  position  that  he  was 
''obliged  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  people  from 
the  consideration  of  their  domestic  affairs  to  the  dis- 
traction of  foreign  politics.  His  external  system  is 
turbulent  and  aggressive,  that  his  rule  at  home  may 
be  tranquil  and  unassailed/'  And  the  consequence  of 
this  was  "  excessive  expenditure  and  the  stoppage  of 
all  social  improvement."  ''His  scheme  of  conduct" 
was  "  so  devoid  of  all  political  principle  that,  when 
forced  to  appeal  to  the  country,  his  only  claim  to 
their  confidence"  was  ''his  name."  "Such  arts  and 
resources"  are  described  as  more  suitable  to  "the 
despotic  ruler  of  a  continental  state  than  to  "  a  British 
Minister  governing  a  country  proud,  free,  and  pro- 
gressive." Then  Mr.  Disraeli  recommended  as  a  counter 
policy  to  all  this,  "Peace,  Reduced  Taxation,  and 
Social  Improvement."  * 

*  The  following  are  the  principal  passages  of  this  remarkable 
address  in  full :  '*  Lord  Palmerston  is  an  eminent  man,  who  has 
deserved  well  of  his  conntrj  ;  but,  as  a  Prime  Minister,  he  occupies  a 
false  position.  He  is  a  Tory  chief  of  a  Radical  Cabinet  With  no 
domestic  policy,  he  is  obliged  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  People,  from 
the  consideration  of  their  own  afEairs,  to  the  distraction  of  Foreign 
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In  the  course  of  his  election  Lord  Beaoonsfield 
enlarged  upon  the  principles  contained  in  his  address. 
He  described  the  war  with  Penda  as  the  result  of 
ill-advised  counsels,  and  pointed  out  how  his  ministry, 
though  having  to  deal  with  precisely  the  same  diffi- 
culty in  Persia,  succeeded  by  a  policy  of  conciliation 
and  sense  in  avoiding  the  horrors  of  war.*     He  ex* 

Politics.  His  external  system  is  torbnlent  and  aggiesslTe,  that  bis  ink 
at  home  maj  be  tranquil  and  onassailed.  Hence  arlBes  BxoeasiTe  Bx- 
penditure,  Heavy  Taxation,  and  the  Stoppage  of  all  Social  Improve- 
ment. His  scheme  of  conduct  is  so  devoid  of  all  Political  Piinciple 
that,  when  forced  to  Appeal  to  the  People,  his  only  claim  to  their 
confidence  is  his  name.  Such  arts  and  resources  may  suit  the  despotic 
ruler  of  a  continental  State  excited  by  revolutions,  but  they  do  not 
become  a  British  Minister  governing  a  country,  proud,  free,  and 
progressive,  animated  by  glorious  traditions  and  aspiring  to  future 
excellence.  .  .  .  The  general  policy  which  I  would  enforce  at  this  junc- 
ture may  be  contained  in  these  words — Honourable  Peace,  Reduced 
Taxation, and  Sociallmprovement." — Bucks  Heraldy  March  21, 1857. 
*  *'  We  have  had  a  great  deal  of  excitement  with  respect  to  the  wv 
with  Persia.  It  is  a  subject  of  great  controversy  whether  the  Ctovem- 
ment  of  this  country  ought  to  have  engaged  in  that  war  without 
assembling  and  appealing  to  Parliament,  and  whether  the  course 
pursued  by  the  present  Administration  has  been  a  just  one  :  but  I 
will  not  now  enter  into  that  question.  It  is  generally  thought  tint 
if  the  city  of  Herat  is  in  the  possession  of  Persia  our  Indii^n  Smpiie 
is  in  danger.  .  .  .  Recently,  that  city  having  been  captured  by  Penii) 
a  war  was  proclaimed,  or  rather  undertaken,  against  Persia,  without 
the  knowledge  of  Parliament.  Very  considerable  expenses  have  bees 
incurred,  and  though  we  are  told  that  peace  has  been  effected,  it 
will  always  be  a  question  whether  the  course  pursued  in  respect  ol 
Persia  has  been  jast  and  politic.  Let  me  remind  you  that  when  the 
Government  of  Lord  Derby  was  in  office  the  very  same  circumstaoce 
occurred  with  respect  to  Persia  as  at  the  present  day.  The  Shah  d 
Persia  not  only  menaced,  but  besieged,  attacked,  and  captured  the 
city  of  Herat.  According  to  the  political  doctrines  of  this  day  our 
Indian  Empire  was  in  danger.  What  was  the  course  we  took  ?  Did 
we  invade  Persia  and  make  war  without  the  cognizance  of  Ptoliamentf 
(Hear.)    Did  we  involve  this  country  in  immense  expenditure  ?   Vciy 


A  PATRIOTIC  OPPOSITION,  509 

pressed  his  doubt  as  to  whether  Lord  Palmerston,  in 
declariDg  war  against  Persia  without  the  previous 
consent  of  Parliament,  was  acting  constitutionally; 
and  the  result  of  this  warlike  policy  he  described 
as  a  country  burdened  by  war  taxes  in  time  of 
peace.*      ''I  am  told/'  he  said,  amid  the  laughter 

different  was  the  course  we  pursued.  We  had  an  efficient  represen- 
tative at  the  Court  of  Teheran — Colonel  ShieL  .  .  .  We  sent  to  him 
the  most  energetic  but  conciliatory  instructions.  We  told  him  to  go 
to  the  Shah  of  Persia  and  impress  upon  him  that  if  he  persisted  in 
the  course  he  was  pursuing  we  would  adopt  measures  of  earnest 
stringency.  We  required  him  to  give  up  Herat,  and  to  return  to  his 
own  dominions,  or  we  would  invade  his  country,  and  take  measures 
which  would  render  a  repetition  of  his  offence  impossible.  What  did 
the  Shah  do?  He  retired  from  Herat,  and  conceded  all  we  required, 
without  our  incurring  those  great  expenses  which  have  now  been 
incurred  in  respect  to  the  Persian  expedition,  and  without  our  enter- 
ing into  a  course  which  I  doubt  that  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution 
would  justify.  We  succeeded  in  effecting  all  the  present  (Government 
had  done  without  turmoil  and  expense." — Bucks  Herald ^  April  4, 
1867. 

♦  "  You  must  all  be  painfully  conscious  that  the  burthens  upon  your 
industry  and  your  property  have  been  greatly  augmented  of  late 
years,  and  it  appears  to  me  that,  peace  having  been  concluded,  the 
duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  calmly  to  survey  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country,  and  to  consider  by  what  prudent  and  proper 
means  we  could  alleviate  the  burthens  of  the  people  and  obtain  what 
are  the  great  blessings  of  peace — lighter  taxation  and  a  freer  course 
for  capital  and  industry.  (Cheers.)  Well,  gentlemen,  it  was  with 
that  object  that  I  have  expressed,  and  that  my  friends  have  expressed, 
our  opinion  that  considerable  reduction  should  be  effected  in  the 
public  expenditure.  .  .  .  Tou  have  also  in  time  of  peace  war  taxes 
upon  your  tea  and  upon  your  sugar,  and  therefore  we  have  not  yet 
returned  to  the  position  in  which  we  had  a  right  to  expect  that  we 
Bbonld  find  ourselves  after  the  lapse  of  more  than  a  year  since  peace 
was  concluded.  In  looking  to  the  means  by  which  a  reduction  of 
taxation  may  be  effected — by  which  we  may  carry  out  the  adopted 
policy  of  Parliament  by  getting  rid  of  the  war  taxes  on  tea  and  sugar, 
and  ultimately,  in  1860,  altogether  abolishing  the  income  tax,  we 
have  to  consider  the  expenditure  of  the  country,  not  only  upon  the 
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of  bis  audience,  "  that  this  is  a  very  spirited  policy, 
that  there  is  nothing  like  making  the  influence  of 
England  felt,  and  that  there  is  nothing  of  which  an 
Englishman  should  be  more  proud  than  to  feel  that 
he  is  like  a  Roman  citizen  in  every  part  of  the 
world/'*  But  he  went  on  to  show  that  the  spirited 
foreign  policy  consisted  of  bullying  weak  countries 
like  Greece,  Persia,  and  China,  and  in  accepting  ''in 
silence"  "insults*'  from  powerful  nations  like  Russia^ 
Austria,  and  France.f 

military  and  nayal,  but  upon  the  ciyil  establiahments,  and  we  ban 
also  to  consider  the  general  policy  of  the  country  as  it  afltects  erpoh 
diture.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  public  expenditure  has  increased  to  iB 
enormous  amount  during  the  last  few  years.'* — Ihid, 

♦  Ihid. 

t  1 '  is  a  policy  which  1  am  told  is  very  popular ;  it  is  a  policy  of 
perpetual  meddling  in  every  part  of  the  world  (hear,  hear),  oocasioniDg 
disturbances  which  cause  expense,  and  consequently  lead  to  increased 
estimates.  I  am  told  that  this  is  a  very  spirited  policy  (laughter), 
that  there  is  nothing  like  making  the  influence  of  Engird  felt,  and 
that  there  is  nothing  of  which  an  Englishman  should  be  more  proud 
than  to  feel  that  he  is  like  a  Roman  citizen  in  every  part  of  tbe 
world  (laughter  and  cheers).  ...  I  find  that  Greece  and  IVnia 
and  China  are  perpetually  the  means  by  which  the  glory  of  British 
arras  is  to  be  established  and  illustrated  (hear,  and  a  langh),  bst 
that  we  receive  insults  from  Russia  and  Austria,  and  that  two  or  thiee 
years  ago  we  even  received  insults  from  France,  which  are  passed 
over  in  silence,  but  which,  if  these  states  had  been  weak,  would  haft 
been  resented  by  the  presence  of  admirals  and  generals.  The  practical 
etfect  of  this  policy  is  to  add  to  your  expenditure  £2,000,000  or 
£8,000.000  a  year,  and  you  must  remember,  when  you  consider  whetlier 
tbe  income  tax  shall  be  reduced  to  Id.  or  5^..  that  the  diffeieDoe  of 
£2,000,000  between  the  sums  raised  by  those  rates  of  dnty  is  probablj 
the  amount  of  expenditure  occasioned  by  the  expeditions  and  int»- 
ferences  resulting  from  your  present  policy.  .  .  .  How,  then,  can  yon 
look  forward  to  getting  rid  of  the  income  tax,  unless  you  exerdse 
strict  control  over  the  conduct  of  the  Qovemment  witii  nspect  to 
interference  in  foreign  countries  1    (Hear,  hear)." — llnd^ 
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The  result  of  the  General  Election  was  a  very  con- 
siderable majority  in  favour  of  Lord  Palmerston  and 
his  policy. 

We  must  leave  for  the  present  the  discussion  of  this 
interesting  phase  in  the  opinions  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
in  foreign  policy.  We  now  wish  to  test  him  on  the 
question  which  we  have  already  discussed  in  dealing 
with  the  Crimean  war — on  the  attitude,  namely,  that 
ought  to  be  observed  by  an  Opposition  when  the 
Minister  is  dealing  with  a  great  external  difficulty. 

In  the  course  of  this  session  of  1857,  Lord  Pal- 
merston stood  face  to  face  with  one  of  the  most 
portentous  crises  an  English  Minister  had  ever  yet  en- 
countered. In  the  beginning  of  June  the  first  reports 
began  to  reach  England  of  the  Indian  Mutiny,  and  as 
the  days  went  by  the  news  became  more  terrible.  There 
were  accounts  of  massacres,  of  perilous  sieges,  and  of 
other  events  that  for  the  time  being  threatened  to 
annihilate  our  rule  in  India,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  carry  along  with  it  the  massacre  of  every  English 
man,  woman,  and  child  there.  Here,  then,  was  an 
occasion  when  the  Opposition  was  bound  to  behave 
with  reticence  and  reserve.  This,  however,  was  not 
the  course  pursued;  and  the  very  first  person  whom 
the  Opposition  attacked  was  Lord  Canning,  the  Indian 
Viceroy,  who  was  then  endeavouring  to  crush  this 
fearful  revolt  against  our  rule. 

On  the  29th  of  June  Mr.  Disraeli  made  an  attack 
on  both  Lord  Canning  and  Lord  Palmerston's  Ad- 
ministration in  the  shape  of  a  string  of  interrogatories. 
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He  described  the  Russian  war^  the  war  with  China, 
and  that  with  Persia,  as  idl  entered  upon  by  Lord 
Palmerston  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  English 
predtige  in  India,  and  then  he  asked  how  &r  this 
purpose  could  be  said  to  have  been  served  in  presence 
of  the  terrible  events  at  that  moment  going  on  there.* 
He  declared  that  our  whole  position  in  that  depen- 
dency was  imperilled ;  suggested  even  that  we  might 
lose  India  ;t  and  asked  the  extraordinary  question 
if  Lord  Canning  had  resigned.  Mr.  Y^mon  Smith, 
then  President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  made  a 
very  sharp  reply  to  those  strictures.  Taking  np 
the  query  with  regard  to  the  resignation  of  Lord 
Cannings  Mr.  Smith  expressed  his  amazement  that 
the  Governor-General  should  be  thought  to  contem- 
plate resignation  in  the  midst  of  such  an  extraordinaiy 
crisis ;  and  he  declared  that  Lord  Canning  had  behaved 
with  vigour  and  with  judgment.} 

On  the  27th  of  July  Mr.  Disraeli  again  returned 
to  the  subject,  and  delivered  a  three-hours'  oration  on 
the  whole  Indian  question.  He  condemned  very 
strongly  the  annexations  which  had  recently  taken 
place,  §  especially  the  annexation  of  Oude,  ||  and 
wound  up  by  the  proposal  that  a  Royal  Commission 
should  be  sent  from  the  Queen  to  India  to  inquire 
into  the  grievances  of  all  classes.  Mr.  Vernon  Smith 
pertinently  asked  what  was  the  use  of  this  three- 
hours'  oration,  and  whether  there  was  not  very  great 

♦  Annual  Register,  xcix.  132.         J  Ihii,  132-3.  II  Ih\d,  139. 

t  Ihid,  %  Ibid.  138. 
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miscliief  in  bringing  forward  this  subject  as  Mr. 
Disraeli  had  done;*  and  pointed  out  the  pretty 
obvious  fact  that  the  issue  of  a  Commission  in  the 
middle  of  a  revolt  would  have  the  effect  of  superseding 
the  Governor-General ;  and  so  would  seriously  weaken 
his  authority  at  the  very  moment  when  it  required 
the  greatest  support.  A  short  debate  followed.  Sir 
E.  Perry  and  Mr.  Whiteside  supported  the  views  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  conduct  in  bringing  forward  the 
question  at  that  moment^f  while  Mr.  Campbell  said 
that  he  had  never  heard  a  more  unpatriotic  and 
injudicious  speech. J  There  was  another  and  more 
significant  proof  of  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Disraeli's 
intervention  was  regarded.  Lord  John  Russell,  though 
he  was  no  longer  a  member  of  Lord  Palmerston's 
Ministry,  thought  it  was  so  necessary  to  do  away 
with  the  effect  of  such  apparent  want  of  thorough 
confidence  in  the  Government,  that  he  proposed  an 
address  which  amounted  to  an  assurance  of  complete 
faith  in  the  Administration.  §  The  feeling  of  the 
House  was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  this  course  that 
Mr.  Disraeli  had  to  withdraw  his  motion,  and  the 
resolution  of  Lord  John  Russell  was  carried  even 
without  a  division.  II 

In  the  December  of  this  year  Parliament  was  un- 
expectedly called  together,  the  Government  having 
been  compelled  by  a  commercial  crisis  to  violate  the 
law  with  regard  to  the  Bank  charter.     In  the  debate 

•  Ihid.  139.  %  Ibid,  141.  II   Ihid,  142. 

t  Ihid,  140-41.  §  Ihid. 
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on  the  Address,  Mr.  Disraeli  again  returned  to  the 
charge  of  aggression  against  the  policy  of  Lord 
Palmerston.  He  was  surprised,  in  face  of  the  line 
of  action  adopted  by  the  Premier,  that  we  were  still 
at  peace.*  The  act  of  Lord  Palmerston,  with  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  found  most  fault,  was  a  speech  delivered 
at  the  Guildhall.  This  speech  he  condemned  as  an 
"appeal"  to  "all  the  belligerent  passions  of  the 
country/'  and  as  calculated  to  excite  the  dread  that 
we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  resort  to  arms-f. 

♦  "  It  mnst  be  a  source  of  the  greatest  satisfaction,  if  my  inter- 
pretation of  one  paragraph  in  the    speech  from    the   Throne   be 
correct — I  mean  that  which  declares  that  our  relations   with   our 
neighbours  are  of  an  amicable  character.  .  .  .  The  paragraph  is  as 
follows  :  *  The  nations   of   Europe   are   in   the    enjoyment    of  the 
blessings  of  peace,  which   nothing  seems  likely  to  disturb.*     Now, 
several  of  my  lion.  Friends  have  put  upon  this  passage  an  interpre- 
tation that  may  be  correct,  but  which  I,  taking  a  more  hof>eful  view, 
can  scarcely  suppose  to  be  accurate.     They  seem  to  think  that  some- 
thing like  an  expression  of  regret  is  conveyed  in  that  paragraph — as 
if  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston)  bad  said,  '  I  have  done  all  I 
could  to  get  up  a  difficulty  with  the  European  Powers,  but   I  am 
sorry  to  say,  I   have  not  succeeded.    We  arc  still  at  peace ;  and  I 
am  able  to  bring  before  you  nothing,  really  nothing,  that  promises  to 
disturb  the  universal  tranquillity  ; '  as  though  in  that  bold  language 
which  renders  the  noble  Lord  at  all  times  popular,  he  said,  *  I  have 
done  my  best,  but  for  this  once  the  turbulent  and  aggressive  policy 
has  failed.     I  cannot  help  it,  but  we  are  in  for  it ;   we  are  at  present 
all  at  peace.'    (Loud  laughter.)" — Ilan^ardy  3  S.  cxlviii.  116. 

f  **  Judging  from  the  sj>eech  which  the  noble  Lord  is  reported  to 
have  made  on  that  occasicm,  I  own  I  shared  the  prevailing  alann 
that  we  were  about  to  be  involved  again  in  those  difficulties  in  which 
we  have  generally  found  ourselves  under  him,  and  from  which  he 
is  so  proud  to  extricate  us.  An  appeal  was  then  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  all  the  belligerent  passions  of  the  country  with  that  eloquence 
and  emphasis  which  the  nt)ble  Lord  always  employs.  Since  that 
memorable  speech  of  old  Harry  Dundas,  delivered  during  the  re- 
volutionary war,  when  he  declared  that  one  Englishman  could  beat 
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In  this  same  speech  he  also  reverted  to  the 
iDdian  question,  once  more  putting  forth  the  an- 
nexation of  Oude  as  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the 
mutiny;  and  called  upon  the  Government  to  make 
a  frank  avowal  of  their  intentions  with  regard  to  their 
future  administration  of  our  eastern  empire.*  These 
are  the  only  points  worth  notice  in  his  action  in  the 
preliminary  session. 

When  Parliament  reassembled  on  February  4,  1858, 
one  of  the  first  tasks  of  the  Ministry  was  to  propose 
a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Indian  officials  who  had  been 
engaged  in  bringing  the  mutiny  to  a  successful 
termination;  and  in  spite  of  the  protests  of  his  in- 
timate friends,  Messrs.  Walpole,t  Henley,  and  Drum- 
mond.t  Mr.  Disraeli  opposed  the  vote  so  far  as  Lord 
Canning  was  concerned. 

In  the  course  of  this  session  Lord  Palmerston 
brought  in  the  East  Indian  Bill,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  do  away  with  the  double  control  of  the  East 
India  Company  and  the  Government,  and  fuse  the 
two  authorities  into  the  single  one  of  the  Crown.  To 
this  bill  Mr.  Disraeli  offered  strenuous  opposition — 
one  of  his  arguments  being  that  the  distinction 
between  the  English  and  Indian  exchequers  could 
not  be  kept  up.     "  The  expenditure  would,"  he  said, 

three  Frenchmen,  and  which  was  recorded  afterwards  as  a  statistical 
fact.  1  hardly  know  any  speech  which  has  produced  so  great  an 
effect,  and  which  was  more  calculated  to  animate  the  heart  of  a 
c«juntry  on  the  eve  of  being  tried  by  exig<»ncics  of  the  most  perilous 
character." — IJnd.  116. 

•  Annual  Register,  xcix.  205.  t  Ihvi,  c.  13.  J  Ihid,  14. 
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'^  be  increased  every  year,  and  the  question  wonld  be 
not  of  losing  India,  bat  of  ruining  England/'  * 

Shortly  after  this  a  circumstance  arose  which  once 
more   entirely  changed  Mr.  Disraeli's  position,  and, 
as  a  consequence,  produced  a  change  in  his  views. 
The  fearful  attempt  which  had  been  made  by  Orsini 
on  the  life  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon  had  produced 
a    considerable    tension    between    this    country   and 
France,  the  chief  reason  being   that    some    persons 
implicated  in  the   conspiracy   were   resident    in  this 
country,  but  could  not  by  the  existing  law  be  handed 
over  to    the  French  authorities.      Lord   Pabneraton, 
anxious  to   keep  up  a  good  understanding    between 
the  two  couutries,  and  at  the  same  time  to  help  in 
putting    down    the   crime   of   political    assassination, 
brought  in  his  famous  Bill  to  amend  the  Conspiracj 
Law.     This  bill  was  supported  at  first,  amongst  others, 
by  Mr.  Disraoli.t     After  a  while,  however,  the  bill 
became  extremely  unpopular,  raised  a  storm  of  indig- 
nation throughout  the  country,  and  produced  a  com- 
bination of  parties  against  the  Ministry.      Mr.  Disraeli, 
thereupon,  swallowed   his  former   expressions  of  mk 
proval,  joined  the  enemies  of  the  Ministry,!  and  *», 
by  the  much-abused  weapon  of  coalition,  once  mow 
succeeded    in    defeating    Lord    Palmerston      and  i» 
obtaining  his  place. 

The  new  Derby-Disraeli  administration  was  like 
the  first  Ministry  under  the  same  auspices  in  this,  tkiJ 
it  was  impossible  to  get  anything  from  the  GroveiB- 


A  PATRIOTIC  OPPOSITION,  517 

ment  like  a  clear  exposition  of  their  policy.     They 
were   notoriously  a   Government  in  a  minority;    and 
Mr.  Disraeli  acted  as  he  has  always  done  when  in  that 
position,  by  purchasing   the   right   to  hold  office  at 
the  cost  of  proposing  as  little  as  possible  himself,  and 
accepting    everything    proposed    by    anybody    else. 
One  of  his  first  acts  was  to  take  up  the  East  India 
question,  and  to  propose  a  bill  which,   in  the  main 
point  of  fusing  the  authority  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany and  the  Crown,  was  identical  with  the  measure 
of  Lord  Palmerston  he  had  shortly  before  opposed. 
However,  this  new  bill  contained  some  novel  propo- 
sitions, the  credit  of  which  entirely  belonged  to  the 
existing  Ministry.     It  was  proposed  that  there  should 
be  a  council  of  eighteen  members,  half  of  whom  were 
to  be  elective.     Four  of  these  elective  members  were 
to  be  chosen  by  ex-Indian  officials  resident  in  England, 
and  the  remainder  were  to  be  elected  by  the  parliamen- 
tary constituency  in  five  of  the  large  cities  of  the  United 
Kingdom — -London,  Manchester,  Liverpool,  Glasgow, 
and  Belfast.*   This  extraordinary  proposal  was  received 
with  universal  disapproval.     It  was  evident  that  if  it 
wore  persisted  in,  it  would  prove  fatal  to  the  bill,  and 
it  was  generally  considered  that  Mr.  Disraeli  would 
elude  the  difficulty  by  his  characteristic  plan  of  making 
a  complete  surrender.     On   Parliament   reassembling 
after  the  Easter  recess  on  April  1 2,  he,  however,  gave 
no  signs  whatever  of  the  course  which  he  was  about 
to  pursue,  but  contented  himself  with  saying  that  the 

♦  iWrf.  69-70. 
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second  reading  of  the  East  Indian  Bill  would  be  pro- 
posed as  soon  as  possible  after  the  introduction  of  the 
Budget.*  Hereupon  Lord  John  Russell  came  to  Mr. 
Disraeli's  rescue,  and  pointing  out  the  enormous  diffi- 
culties which  attended  the  settlement  of  this  East 
Indian  question,  and  the  necessity  there  was  that  it 
should  be  done  with  once  for  all,  suggested  that  the 
House  should  proceed  by  resolutions. 

Mr.  Disraeli  jumped  at  the  offer  with  "an  eager- 
ness," writes  the  Annual  Register,  "  which  occasioned 
some  amusement  to  the  House ; ''  f   *^^d  indeed  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Disraeli  in  reply  to  the  proposition 
might  well  cause  a  very  considerable  amount  of  amuse- 
ment.    His  modest  proposition  was  that   Lord  John 
Russell  should  take  the  management  of  the  question 
entirely  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Ministry,  and  having 
conducted   it    to  a  successful  issue  in   the   shape  of 
resolutions,  leave  to   them  the  easy  task   of  putting 
those  resolutions  into  the  shape  of  a  bill.     In  other 
words,  the  chief  representative  of   the  Ministry  pro- 
posed that  a  leader  of    the    Opposition    should   take 
upon  himself  the  duty  of  bringing  in,  and   carrying 
through,  the  chief  ministerial  measure  of  the  session! 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  obliging  enough,  however,  to  add 
that  if   Lord   John  Russell  did  not  accept  this  mag- 
nanimous   offer,  the   Government    themselves    would 
undertake  to   perform  their  duty.      '^  He   would  not 
shrink,'^  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "from  ^'  the  responsibili^ 

*  Ihiil.  73. 
t  Ihii,  74. 
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of  "  proposing  resolutions/'  in  case  Lord  John  Russell 
did  not  consent  to  do  so.* 

Of  course  this  ridiculous  ^proposition  to  relegate 
to  a  private  member  the  chief  duty  of  the  Ministry, 
was  rejected,  and  the  Grovernment  ultimately  brought 
in  a  bill,  which  was  known  as  the  East  India  Bill 
No.  3,  to  distinguish  it  from  the  measure  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  and  that  of  Mr.  Disraeli  himself,  which 
had  ended  in  failure.  As  to  the  discussions  on  this 
important  measure,  I  think  it  necessary  to  take  notice 
of  only  one,  and  that  arose  on  a  proposal  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  to  add  a  clause  declaring  "  That  except  for 
repelling  actual  invasion,  or  under  other  sudden  and 
urgent  necessity.  Her  Majesty's  forces  in  the  East 
Indies  shall  not  be  employed  in  any  military  opera- 
tion beyond  the  external  frontier  of  Her  Majesty's 
Indian  possessions,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament 

*  Annual  Register,  c.  74.  The  whole  of  the  exquisite  passage  in 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  made  these  notable  proposals  is  worth  quoting. 
"  The  course  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord,"  he  said,  "  would  be  much 
more  convenient  than  that  proposed  by  the  Administration.  If  it 
were  agreeable  to  the  House,  he  would  not  shrink  from  proposing 
resolutions.  At  the  same  time  he  intimated  that,  considering  the 
noble  Lord's  great  experience  and  ability,  the  undertaking  could  not 
be  in  bettfer  hands  than  Lord  John  Russell's."  As  the  noble  Lord 
recommended  this  mode  of  proceeding,  and  as  he  possesses  in  thi» 
House  an  authority  which  no  one  more  deservedly  exercises,  I  must 
gay  it  would  l)e  more  agreeable  to  me  if  he  would  propose  the  resolu- 
tions— (a  laugh) — but,  as  I  before  said,  I  shall  not  shrink  from  the 
responsibility  of  doing  so.  (Laughter  and  cheers.)  But  there  should 
be  no  unnecessary  delay.  The  resolutions  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  as  soon  as  convenient  to  the  noble  Lord ;  "  we  shall  be 
ready  to  give  up  this  day  week,  or  Friday  fortnight."  With  ample 
discussion  devoid  of  party  feeling  the  country  will  be  satisfied  that 
the  best  plan  has  been  adopted." 
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to  the  purposes  thereof."  This  amendment  the 
Government  promptly  accepted  with  a  slight  aHera- 
tion,  and  Mr.  DisraeK  was  among  those  who  gave 
to  Mr.  Gladstone's  proposition  the  most  earnest  and 
effective  support.* 

It  must  be  added  that  the  clause  was  afterwards 
modified  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  a  way  that  con- 
siderably limits  its  application,  and  that  both  Lord 
Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli  accompanied  their  adhesion  to 
the  clause  by  insisting  on  those  modifications.! 

In  the  course  of  the  session  an  extraordinary  episode 
took  place  which  for  a  time  threatened  to  wreck  the 
Government.  Lord  Canning  sent  to  England  the  draft 
of  a  proclamation  which  proposed  to  make  extensive 
alterations  in  the  tenure  of  land  in  Oude.     Without 

♦  After  pointing  out  that  though  the  constitution  gave  power 
of  peace  or  war  to  the  Sovereign,  this  prerogative  was  bestowed  in 
reference  to  England,  and  not  to  India,  he  went  on  to  remark  that  in 
England  the  House  of  Commons,  which  had  to  vote  the  supplies 
for  carrying  on  the  war,  had  by  that  means  a  legitimate  and  con- 
stitutional mode  of  expresfdng  its  opinion.  "  But,"  proceeded  Mr. 
Disraeli,  "  if  the  power  of  declaring  war  and  peace  was  left  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Sovereign  in  India,  there  were  not  the  means  (rf 
controlling  its  exercise  that  existed  in  this  country,  and  a  policy 
might  be  pursued  entirely  injurious  to  the  national  interests."— 
Hansard,  3  S.  cli.  1014.  And  in  another  place  he  declared  that 
the  proposed  alteration  "did  not  involve  any  invasion  of  the  preroga- 
tive that  the  Crown  exercised  under  the  constitution  of  the  country, 
but  was  a  salutary  and  politic  provision." — Hansard,  cl.  1015. 

t  The  clause  as  amended  by  Ivord  Derby  ran — "  Except  for  pre- 
venting or  repelling  actual  invasion  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  posws- 
sions,  or  under  other  sudden  and  urgent  necessity,  tbe  revenues  of 
India  shall  not,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament,  be  applicable 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  any  military  operation  carried  on  beyond 
the  external  frontiers  of  such  possessions  by  Her  Majesty's  fotoes 
charged  upon  such  revenues." — Ibid.  cli.  16%. 
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waiting  for  the  document  itself,  or  for  the  letters 
of  explanation  which  might  accompany  it,  Lord 
Ellenborough,  who  was  then  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  wrote  a  very  strongly  worded  despatch 
of  condemnation.  A  copy  of  this  despatch  he  sent 
to  Lord  Granville,  as  a  friend  of  Lord  Canning,  and  to 
Mr.  Bright  as  leader  of  the  party  which  advocated  con- 
ciliatory treatment  of  the  natives  of  India.  He  did  not 
intend  that  the  despatch  should  be  made  public,  but 
it  came  by  an  accident  before  Parliament.  A  storm 
was  raised,  several  motions  of  censure  were  entered 
on  the  books,  and  for  some  time  it  appeared  more 
than  likely  that  the  Government  would  be  wrecked 
upon  this  question.  Lord  Ellenborough  partly  averted 
the  blow  by  resigning.  After  this,  the  debates  on  the 
various  motions  dragged  for  a  considerable  time  along, 
and  before  they  could  reach  their  conclusion,  news  had 
come  from  India  that  Sir  James  Outram  had  made 
similar  objections  to  the  Canning  proclamation  as  Lord 
Ellenborough.  The  consequence  was  that,  one  after 
the  other,  the  motions  implying  censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment were  withdrawn ;  and  the  event,  which  at  one 
time  threatened  to  bring  the  Government  to  premature 
extinction,  ended  by  considerably  strengthening  their 
position  and  weakening  that  of  their  opponents.  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  so  delighted  with  this  result,  that,  in 
addressing  a  meeting  of  his  constituents  at  Slough,* 

♦  This  is  the  papsage  of  the  Slough  speech  which  attracted  mont 
attention  :  "  There  is  nothing  like  that  last  Friday  evening  in  the 
history  of  the  House  of  Commons.  We  came  down  to  the  hnnge 
expecting  to  divide  at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning ;  I  myself  probably 
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he  indulged  in  some  attacks  upon  his  opponents  which 
called  upon  him  8evei*al  severe  rejoinders. 

Of  Mr.  Disraeli's  conduct  during  the    rest  of  this 
session  it  is  unnecessary  to  say  anything  further  than 
that  he   was  again  placed  in  some  difficulty  by  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  for  the  Admission  of  Jews  to 
Parliament,  which  was  opposed  by  Lord  Derby  *  and 
by  Sir  Frederick  Thesiger,  who  had  then  just  been  ap- 
pointed Lord  Chancellor  under  the  title  of  Lord  Chelms- 
ford, f    The  amusing  part  of  the  discussion  was  that 
Mr.  Newdegate,  in  denouncing  the  measure,  referred  to 
the  writings  of  the  elder  and  younger  Disraeli  for  his 
arguments  against  the  proposal.     He  quoted  the  elder 
Disraeli   to  prove  the  want  of  moral  obligations  in 
the  Jews  ;  and  "Coningsby  "  was  his  authority  for  the 
damning  objection  against  their  admission  to  Parlia- 
ment, that  the  first  Jesuits  were  all  Jews.  J    Mr.  Disi'aeli 

expecting  to  deliver  an  address  two  hours  after  midnight ;  and  I 
believe  that,  even  with  the  consciousness  of  a  good  cause,  that  is  no 
mean  effort.  Well,  gentlemen,  we  were  all  assembled  ;  our  benches 
with  their  serried  ranks  seemed  to  rival  those  of  our  proad  opponents; 
when  suddenly  there  arose  a  wail  of  distress,  but  not  froin  us.  I  cm 
only  liken  the  scene  to  t  he  mutiny  of  the  Bengal  army.  Regiment  after 
regiment,  corps  after  corps,  general  after  general,  all  acknowledged 
that  they  could  not  march  through  Coventry.  It  was  like  a  con- 
vulsion of  nature  rather  than  an  ordinary  transaction  of  human  life. 
I  can  only  liken  it  to  one  of  those  earth({uakes  which  take  place  in 
Calabria  and  Peru.  There  was  a  rumbling  murmur,  a  groan,  a  shriek, 
a  bound  of  distant  thunder.  No  one  knew  whether  it  came  from 
the  top  or  the  bottom  of  the  house.  There  was  a  rent,  a  fissure  in 
the  ground,  and  then  a  villaiie  disappeared,  then  a  tall  tower  toppled 
down,  and  the  whole  of  the  Opposition  benches  became  one  grc»t 
dissolving  view  of  anarchy." — Mole^rvortht  vol.  iii.  126, 

*  Annual  Register,  c.  154. 

t  164-5.  X  Ibid.  152. 
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must  have  been  rather  startled  to  see  to  what  purposes 
the  eulogies  of  his  race  which  he  put  into  the  mouth 
of  Sidonia,  could  be  turned  by  a  member  of  the  party 
of  which  he  was  the  leader.  Finally,  on  this  session 
let  me  say  that  it  is  to  Mr.  Disraeli  that  we  owe  the 
measures  by  which  the  river  Thames  is  purified  as  it 
passes  through  London. 

When  the  Ministry  met  Parliament  in  1859,  the 
chief  points  of  interest  were,  first,  the  threatened  war 
between  France  and  Austria  in  reference  to  the  afiairs 
of  Italy ;  and,  secondly,  the  Reform  Bill  which  the 
Conservative  Ministry  announced  their  intention  of 
producing. 

With  regard  to  the  foreign  question,  the  Conservative 
party  generally,  and  its  chiefs,  gave  it  pretty  clearly 
to  be  understood  that  they  were  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  datus  quo  in  Lombardy  and  Venice,  and  that  they 
had  no  sympathy  whatever  with  the  efforts  of  Victor 
Emmanuel,  King  of  Sardinia,  to  change  the  existing 
state  of  things  in  the  Peninsula.  Of  the  Reform  Bill 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  introduced  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  is  not  necessary  to  say  much  more  of  it  than 
that  its  provisions  made  no  considerable  addition  to 
the  electorate  generally,  but  added  a  number  of  what 
came  afterwards  to  be  called  "fancy  franchises." 
The  only  attempt  it  made  at  lowering  the  qualifi- 
cation was  that  the  county  qualification  was  reduced 
to  the  same  level  as  that  in  the  towns — namely, 
to  £10.  This,  Mr.  Disraeli  calculated,  would  add 
200,000  to  the  county  electorate.     While  making  this 
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addition  on  the  one  hand,  Mr.  Disraeli  with  the  other 
made  almost  as  large  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
electors,  by  proposing  that  the  freeholders  of  the  town 
should  be  prevented  from  having  a  vote  in  the  countji 
the  result  of  which  would  be  to  disfranchise  90,000  or 
100,000  of  the  electors.*  The  first  effect  of  the  in- 
troduction of  this  measure  was  to  produce  the  resig- 
nation of  Mr.  Walpole  and  Mr.  Henley ;  Mr.  Walpole 
bluntly  declaring  that  such  a  Bill,  if  introduced 
by  Lord  Palmerston  or  Lord  John  Russell,  would 
have  been  opposed  in  a  body  by  the  Conservative 
party.t 

Such  a  Bill  for  reforming*  the  representation  of  the 
people  was,  of  course,  a  mere  pretence,  and  so  was  met 
with  the  united  opposition  of  the  Liberal  party.  The 
clause  which  had  the  effect  of  disfranchising  the  free- 
holders in  the  towns  proved  especially  obnoxious,  and 
Lord  John  Russell  promptly  gave  notice  of  an  amend- 
ment on  the  second  reading,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  rejecting  the  Bill  because  of  that  clause.  Mr. 
Disraeli,  after  his  manner,  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
storm  by  yielding  to  it.  He  proposed  a  change  in  the 
freehold  clause,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  give 
the  freeholder  the  right  of  choosing,  if  he  pleased,  to 
vote  for  the  county,  but  at  the  same  time  preventing 
him,  if  he  chose  for  the  county,  from  voting  also  in 
the  town.  This  concession,  however,  did  not  satisfy 
the  Liberal  party ;  on  a  division  the  Bill  was  defeated 

*  Annual  Uegister,  ci.  52 — 65. 
t  Ibid,  68. 
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by  a  majority  of  39,  and  the  Ministry  thereupon 
appealed  to  the  country.* 

Mr.  Disraeli's  address  to  his  constituents  was  par- 
ticularly skilful.  He  represented,  that  the  Liberal 
party  was  hopelessly  split  into  hostile  sections,  that 
the  critical  state  of  affairs  on  the  Continent  required 
the  Queen  to  have  a  strong  Government,  and  that  the 
Conservative  party  alone  offered  materials  for  forming 
such  a  Government,  t 

The  result  of  the  elections  was  that  302  Conserva- 
tives and  350  Liberals  were  returned;  and  imme- 
diately after  Parliament  assembled^  the  Liberal  party^ 
through  Lord  Hartingtoit,  proposed  a  vote  of  no  confi- 
dence. The  vote  was  carried  by  a  large  majority,  and 
the  Ministry  resigned.  J 

♦  In  the  course  of  his  speech,  introdncing  his  Reform  Bill,  Mr. 
Disraeli  used  these  words :  '•  Well,  then,  if  the  House  of  Commons 
loses  its  hold  over  the  Executive  of  the  country,  what  happens? 
We  fall  back  on  a  bureaucratic  system,  and  we  should  find  our- 
selves, after  all  our  struggles,  in  the  very  same  position  which,  in 
1640,  we  had  to  extricate  ourselves  from.  Your  administration 
would  be  carried  on  by  a  Court  Minister,  perhaps  a  Court  minion." 
—Hansard,  3  S.  clii.  981. 

t  Molesworth,  iii.  138. 

J  In  the  course  of  the  debate  upon  this  motion  there  was  a  severe 
rencontre  between  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Sir  James  Qraham.  The  latter 
had,  during  the  elections,  used  some  very  strong  language  about 
the  tactics  of  the  Government  for  obtaining  votes.  Mr.  Disraeli  in  re- 
plying to  these  suggestions  said :  "  When  I  saw  in  the  newspapers  the 
name  *  City  of  Carlisle,*  I  naturally  looked  at  what  was  taking  place 
in  that  quarter.  But  reading,  I  fear  a  little  incorrectly,  I  confess  I 
did  mistake,  at  the  time,  the  speech  which  appears  to  have  been  made 
by  a  distiDguished  Member  of  this  House  for  that  of  the  young  gentle- 
man that  he  was  introducing  to  his  constituents.  When  I  read  that 
charge  upon  the  Ministry  which  we  were  told  was  to  be  the  basis  of 
a  Parliamentary  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  when  I  read  statementa 
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The  record  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  parliamentary  career 
during  18(50  to  1S65  is  comparatively  uneventful. 
During  those  years  Lord  Palmerston  had  attained  such 
an  ovei-whelming  popularity  in  the  countiy,  and  that 
popularity  was  due  so  much  to  his  personal  charac- 
teristics as  distinct  from  party  connections,  that  it 
was  quite  vain  to  make  any  attempt  to  dislodge  him 
from  power.  In  that  period  the  House  of  Commons 
presented  the  curious  spectacle  of  a  Premier  who 
frequently  found  on  the  opposite  side  support  against 
the  more    extreme  and  discontented  elements  of  his 

own  party ;    in  fact,  it  was  a  period  when  anything 

• 

made  without  the  slightest  foundation  and  with  a  bitterness  which 
mioraed  to  me  to  be  iwrfectly  gratuitous,  I  could  not  help  saying  *  Young 
men  will  be  young  men.'  Youth  is,  as  we  all  know,  somewhat  rockle:8 
in  assertion,  and  when  we  are  juvenile  and  curly  one  takes  pride  in 
sarcasm  and  invective.  ...  I  felt — and  I  am  sure  my  colleagues  shared 
the  siune  sentiments— that  when  that  young  gentleman  entered  this 
House,  he  might,  whengjiziiig  upon  the  venerable  form,  and  listening 
to  the  accents  of  benignant  wisdom  that  fell  from  the  lij)s  of  the  ri^fht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  he  might  learn  how  reckless 
assertion  in  time  may  mature  into  accuracy  of  statement,  and  how 
bitterness  and  invective,  however  organic,  can  be  controlleii  by  the  ricis- 
situdes  of  a  wise  ex|)erience.  .  .  .  The  J)arl  of  Derby  has  trv*ated  that 
assertion,  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  silent  contempt 
All  the  other  as;>ertions  made  at  the  time  have  been  answered  in  detail 
and  therefortj  I  suppose  he  thought  the  time  might  come  when,  the 
subject  being  fairly  before  the  House,  he  could  leave  it  to  me  to  say 
for  him,  what  I  do  say  now.  that  that  statement  was  an  impudent 
fabrication." — Ilansard,  3  S.  cliv.  1 27.    Sir  James  Graham's  reply  waa 
equally  unsparing.       He  complained  first  of  the  phrase  **  impudent 
fabrication."     But  Mr.  Disraeli  explaine<Uhat  he  had  not  applied  the 
words  to  Sir  J.  Graham  himself,  but  to  the  authority  on  whom  he 
had  foundcil  his  statements.      ITie  Speaker  having  been  called  upon, 
declared  that  he  also  had  so  understood  Mr.  Disraeli's  phrase.    Sir 
.lames  Graham  then  proceeded  :  "  Certainly.  Sir,  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  confirmed  by  your  high  and    unimpeachable 
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like  acrimonious  party  conflict  or  bitterness  was  sus- 
pended 

During  those  years,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  fighting  a 
hopeless  battle :  but  he  still  kept  on  preaching  that 
policy  of  peace,  non-intervention,  and  economy, 
of  which  I  have  recently  spoken.  He  preached, 
however,  to  a  world  that  did  not  listen  :  and  his 
teaching,  in  place  of  lowering,  seemed  but  to  in- 
crease the  prestige  and  power  of  his  rival.  Those 
years  of  vain  effort  were  not,  it  will  be  seen,  lost 
upon   him.      He  did   not  perceive  in   vain   that   the 

apostle   of   peace   abroad  and  domestic   improvement 

• 

authority,  is  some  satisfaction  to  my  wounded  feelings.     (A  laugh, 
and  cheers.)    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  remark  upon 
the  mild  influences  of  age,  presenting  in  his  own  person  a  contra- 
diction  to  the  Horatian  maxim,  ^Senit  albescens  anivios  capillus ;  * 
because  he  was  an  illustration  of  the  fact  that  one  might  lose  one*8 
curls  and  still  retain  one's  taste  for  sarcasm.     (Laughter  and  cheers.) 
I  must  say,  Sir,  on  this  occasion,  that  I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  first  took  his  place  in  it.     I 
early,  indeed  immediately,  recognized  his  great  abilities,  and,  without 
envy,  without  the  slightest  grudging,  I  have  watched  his  rise  to  his 
present  pre-eminence.      But  intemperate  language  in  a  position  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  occupies  is  always  a  proof  to  me  of  a 
falling  cause — (cheers) — and  I  regard  that  speech ,  and  those  expres- 
sions,  as  a  happy  omen  of  the   coming   success  of    this    motion. 
(Renewed  cheers.)    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me  if  I 
express  to  him  an  opinion.     I  regard  him  as  the  Red  Indian  of  debate. 
(Laughter.)       By  the  use  of  the  tomahawk  he  has  cut  his  way  to 
power,  and  by  a  recurrence  to  the  scalping  system  he  hopes  to  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  it.       (Cheers  and  laughter.)      When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  towards  one  who  offered  him  no  offence — (oh  1  oh  I) — 
language  of  the  tone  and  character  which  he  has  applied  to  me,  I  saj 
this,  that  I  was  astonished  by  the  rudeness  of  the  assault — (oh  I  oh  I 
and  cheers) — but  I  really  forgive  it  on  account  of  the  feeling  of  anger 
and    of  disappointment  at  blighted  hopes  by  which  it  was  dictated. 
(Oh  I  oh  I  and  cheers.)  ''—Irving's  Annals  of  ou*  TivM,  891. 
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at  home  was  impotent  against  one  who  practised 
the  opposite  creed  of  vigoroaa  assertion  of  TCngliah 
prestige  and  active  English  intervention ;  he  saw, 
learned^  and  digested  the  lesson  that  the  popular 
Minister  in  England — for  a  time,  at  least — is  he  who 
appeals  to  belligerent  emotions,  national  vanity,  and 
hereditary  prejudices  against  one  foreign  Power  in 
particular. 

We  are  now,  however,  dealing  with  the  period 
when,  as  yet,  he  either  had  not  discovered  this  trath, 
or  found  it  impossible,  from  his  position,  to  make  use 
of  it.  Accordingly,  in  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
we  find  him  singing  the  glories  of  non-intervention  in 
tones  that  delighted  the  souls  of  men  like  Mr.  Bright 
and  Mr.  Cobden,  and  that  on  one  occasion  extorted 
from  the  latter  the  declaration  that  the  vote  he  gave 
against  the  Ministry  of  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  the  one  which  he  most  regretted  of  aU  he  had 
ever  given.* 

♦  Mr.  Disraeli  said — "  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  that  the  Hoaie 
was  opposed  to  our  going  into  the  Congress,  and  that  it  was  in  faYotf 
of  that  pc)li(^y  whic.h  is  popularly  known  by  the  name  of  the  policj 
of  ni)n-interference.  I  say  |K)pularly  known  by  that  name,  becaov 
I  do  not  know  any  member  of  this  House — either  among  my 
colleagues  or  amcmg  those  who  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House— 
who  has  ever  maintained  the  mon^t^ous  proposition  that  Kng^vi<> 
ought  never,  under  any  circumstances,  to  interfere  in  the  afiain 
of  foreign  states.  There  are  conditions  under  which  it  mav  be  oor 
imperative  duty  to  interfere.  We  may  clearly  interfere  in  tte 
affairs  of  foreign  countries  when  the  interests  or  the  honour  of 
Knghuid  are  at  stake,  or  when,  in  our  opinion,  the  independence  of 
Europe  is  menaced.  But  a  great  responsibility  deyolves  upon  tliat 
Minister  who  has  to  decide  when  those  conditions  have  ariaea;  aod 
he  who  makes  a  mistake  upon  that  subject,  he  who  inToIves  to 
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Another  topic  on  which  Mr.  Disraeli  most  strongly 
insisted  in  those  years  was  the  right  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  be  treated  with  the  utmost  frankness 
by  the  Ministry.     As  has  been  seen  in  ene  of  the 

country  in  interfereace  or  in  war  under  the  idea  that  the  interests 
or  honour  of  the  country  are  concerned,  when  neither  is  substantially 
involved — he  who  involves  his  country  in  interference  or  war 
because  he  believes  the  independence  of  Europe  is  menaced,  wheu, 
in  fact,  the  independence  of  Europe  is  not  in  danger — ^makes,  of 
course,  a  great — a  fatal  mistake.  The  general  principle  that  we 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  ,ihe  affairs  of  foreign  nations  unless  there 
is  a  clear  necessity,  and  that,  generally  speaking,  it  ought  to  be  held 
a  political  dogma  that  the  people  of  other  countries  should  settle 
their  own  affairs  without  the  introduction  of  foreign  influence  or 
foreign  power,  is  one  which,  I  think  the  House  does  not  only  accept, 
but  I  trust,  will  carefully  adhere  to.  That  was  the  policy  which  the 
late  Government  maintained  six  months  ago,  when  there  was  some 
wavering  in  the  faith  of  that  policy,  and  some  person  high  in 
authority  spoke  of  the  possibility  of  England  being  humiliated  by 
not  taking  what  is  called  a  leading  part  in  the  settlement  of  foreign 
questions.  I  ask  those  who  then  wavered  or  who  indulged  in  such 
observations  to  contrast  the  position  of  England  now,  when  after  six 
months  we  still  have  to  acknowledge  the  blessings  of  non-inter- 
ference in  the  affairs  of  our  neighbours,  notwithstanding  the  efforts 
which  have  been  made  to  interfere,  and  to  which  I  shall  presently 
refer — I  ask  them  to  contrast  the  position  of  England  with  that 
of  any  other  country  in  the  world.  Has  not  the  adhesion  to  the 
policy  of  non-interference  by  England  been  most  beneficial  ?  Has 
there  ever  been  a  period  when  England  has  occupied  a  prouder  or 
more  powerful  position  than  that  which  she  at  present  fills  ?  As, 
therefore,  she  has  attained  that  position  while  adhering  to  the  }X)licy 
of  non-interference,  I  trust  that  the  House  of  Commons,  which,  on 
the  last  night  of  the  Session,  clearly  expressed  its  opinion  in  favour 
of  that  policy,  will  at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Session, 
take  this  opportunity  of  asking  explanations  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or,  in  other  words,  will  show  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  if  they  continue  in  that  ix)licy  they  will  receive  the 
support  of  the  House;  but  that  if  they  diverge  from  it  they  must 
offer  to  the  House  reasons  far  graver  than  any  that  have  yet  reached 
my  ear,  and  argimients  of  more  weighty  import  than  I  believe  will 
be  introduced  into  this  debate." — Ransardt  clvi.  95-6. 

34 
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years  already   dealt  with,  he  was  vigilantly  on  the 
watch  to    see   if    the    Groyemment    had    made  any 
arrangements  or  treaties  without  the   knowledge  of 
Parliament :  and  if  he  discovered^  or  &ncied  he  dis- 
covered, the  existence  of  such  things^  he  immediately 
proclaimed  it  from  the  housetops,  and  was  inarticulate 
with  rage  at  the  invasion  of  the  rights  of  Parliament 
which  such  conduct  involved.     In  the  speech  on  the 
Address  to  which  I  am  now  alluding,  he  sharply  ques- 
tioned the  Ministry  as  to  whether  they  had  during  the 
recess  sought  to  enter  into  an  agreement  vrith  the 
French  Government  for  the  settlement  of  the  affairs  of 
Italy.     He  pointed  out  how  such  an  agreement  would, 
to  his  mind,  be  in  direct  antagonism  with  the  opinion 
which  Parliament  had  expressed  before  its  rising  in 
favour  of  a  policy  of  non-intervention ;  and  he  com- 
plained bitterly  of  the  delay  of  the  Premier  in  pro- 
ducing papers  on  these  and  other  questions  on  which 
Parliament  had  a  right  to  information.* 

♦  **  Now,  I  Bhould  like  to  know  what  was  the  intiinatioii  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  received,  which  induced  them  to  consent  to 
enter  into  a  Congress.  But  what  I  want  to  know  from  Her  Majestr's 
Government  still  more  than  this  is,  why,  in  the  month  of  Angmit, 
when  Parliament  was  sitting — the  very  month  that  Parliament  wn 
prorogued,  the  very  month  that  the  House  of  Commons  had  ezpreased 
in  debate,  scarcely  with  any  exception,  its  belief  that  liie  main- 
tenance of  a  policy  of  non-interference  in  the  affairs  of  Italy  was 
necessary  and  politic — I  want  to  know  if,  in  that  very  month  of 
August,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State,  made  overtores  to  the 
French  Government  in  order  to  enter  into  a  special  agreement  for  the 
settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Italy  7  We  are,  indeed,  promised  in  the 
gracious  Speech  that  papers  on  this  subject  will  soon  be  laid  befoie 
us.  On  that  1  would  make  two  observations.  I  will  say  to  tlie  noble 
Lord  the  First  Minister  that   there   are  no  promiaee  that  he  te 
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Next,  be  described  tbe  nature  of  tbis  agreement  to 
be  an  undertaking  between  France  and  England  to 
prevent  by  force  of  arms  any  interference  by  a  foreign 
power  in  tbe  internal  affairs  of  Italy ;  and  he  pointed 
out  with  vigour  tbe  enormous  responsibilities  which 
any  such  engagement  would  involve  * 

made  so  frequently  as  promises  for  the  prodaction  of  papers  to  the 
Hoase ;  and,  of  all  Ministers,  there  is  no  one  of  them  of  whom  it  can 
be  alleged,  as  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  so  great  an  interval  was  aUowed 
to  elapse  between  the  promise  of  papers  and  their  actual  production. 
Papers  are  promised  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and  they  are 
produced  at  the  end  of  it*  Therefore  when  the  noble  Lord  says 
that  papers  will  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House,  let  me  remind 
<  the  two  noble  lords  * — to  use  the  language  of  the  seconder  of  the 
Address — that  there  has  been  a  formal  account  of  all  the  negotiations 
that  have  taken  place  between  the  Government  of  the  Queen  and 
the  Government  of  the  Emperor  of  the  French  already  published. 
Is  it  to  be  our  lot  Ithat  we  are  not  to  receive  information  from  the 
Ministers  of  our  own  Sovereign  respecting  our  own  affairs,  but  that 
we  are  to  be  indebted  for  the  information  to  the  condescending 
candour  of  a  foreign  potentate  ? " — Und.  97-8. 

♦  "  I  beg  the  House  to  watch  very  narrowly  this  proceeding.  This 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  proposition  of  an  alliance  offensiye 
and  defensive  between  France  and  England  to  prevent  interference 
by  any  Power  in  the  affairs  of  Italy.  I  dare  say,  from  the  language 
of  the  Royal  Speech,  that  this  very  sentence  may  refer  to  a  renewed 
effort  for  the  same  object — an  object  at  the  first  blush  innocent, 
and  some  might  think  praiseworthy,  because  it  is  Her  Majesty,  the 
Speech  says,  who  endeavours  to  obtain  for  the  people  of  Italy  freedom 
from  foreign  interference  by  force  of  arms  in  their  internal  concerns. 
But  look  at  what  might  be  the  consequences  to  this  country  if  that 
alliance  had  been  entered  into,  and  which,  according  to  the  state- 
ment which  I  am  assured  is  authoritative  and  authentic,  was  mainly 
refused  by  the  English  Government  in  these  words — The  Britidi 
Cabinet,  while  expressing  their  readiness  to  support  the  principle  of 
non-interference,  either  at  the  Congress  or  in  their  communicationB 
with  Foreign  Powers,  pointed  out  the  impossibility  of  the  Cabinet 
pledging  itself  without  the  consent  of  Parliament  to  a  conrse  of 
policy  that  might  involve  hostilities.  Now  Parliament  has  assembled 
and  we  have  in  the  speech  from  the  Throne  this  somewhat  am- 
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In  discussing  the  French  Treaty,  he  had  a  still 
better  oppoi-tunity  of  expatiating  on  the  constitutional 
rights  of  Parliament.  His  contention  was  that,  in 
the  foiin  in  which  the  Treaty  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons^  certain  points  were  offered  for 
discussion  which  were  really  fa\Jts  (tcconiplis ;  and 
he  contended  that  such  Action  rendered  discussion  a 
mockery,  and  brought  the  Parliament  into  discredit 
He  likewise  spoke  with  force  and  truth  on  the  hesita- 
tion which  a  Minister  ought  to  have  in  dealing  with 
a  question  so  delicate  as  the  respective  privileges  of 
the  Crown  and  of  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and  how 
carefully  a  Minister  ought  to  avoid  even  the  semblance 
of  bringing  them  into  collision.* 

bijruous  sentence,  and  which  would  have  been  to  me  altogether 
obscure  had  we  not  cognisance  of  the  preceding  events  to  which  I 
have  referred.  Wc  have  it  staled  here  that  Her  Majesty's  GJovem- 
ment  will  endeavour  to  obtain  for  Italy  freedom  from  foreign  ime^ 
ferencc  by  f(^rce  of  arms  in  its  internal  concerns,  and  that  freedom 
it  would  appwir  is  to  be  secured  by  this  joint  note  of  Prance  and 
England,  which  makes  interference  by  other  Powers  a  cattu  belli 
Observe  what  might  happen.  When  you  enter  into  a  treaty  yoQ 
are  not  to  look  merely  to  the  obvious  and  the  probable  engage- 
ments which  you  may  l^e  called  upon  to  i)erform  ;  but  you  are  bonnd 
to  contemplate  every  possible  liability  which,  by  so  doing,  you  maj 
incur.  That  is  a  rule  of  prudence  universally  acknowledged  aod 
invariably  pursued." — Ibid.  99-100. 

♦  *'  Sir,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  *'  the  relations  between  the  Crown  ind 
this  House  arc  of  a  very  iKiculiar  and  delicate  character  ;  and  it 
should  be  our  tirst  study  not  to  let  them  generate  into  mere 
formality.  And  for  the  Crown  to  send  down  a  Message  to  this  House, 
announcing  that  She  had  concluded  a  Treiity  with  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  and  inviting  our  consideration  to  it,  and  calling  on  us  to 
grant  Her  Majesty  the  means  to  carry  it  into  effect,  when  Her  Majesty 
must  have  been  duly  informed  by  Her  Ministers  that  we  had  parted 
-with  all  those  privileges  of  Parliimient  which  secured  our  constitn- 
tional   control  over  treaties,  would  be  a  course  which  I  think  na 
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In  this  Session,  the  only  other  act  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
calling  for  particular  comment  is  that  he  opposed  the 
£6  Franchise  Bill  introduced  by  the  Government.  He 
did  not  divide  on  the  second  reading,  and  he  adopted, 
in  dealing  with  this  question,  the  plan  I  have  pointed 
out  as  being  characteristic  of  his  action  for  many  years 
past  on  the  question ;  that  is  to  say,  he  opposed  the 
scheme  of  the  Liberals,  and  at  the  same  time  left  him- 
self an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  question  by-and- 

Minister  would  be  justified  in  advising  his  Soyereign  ta  follow,  and 
would  be  at  the  same  time  a  mockery  to  the  Crown,  and  I  need 
not  say,  an  insult  to  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom." — Thid^ 
1364-5.  To  this  point  he  recurred  over  and  over  again.  "A  great 
Minister,"  he  said  shortly  afterwards,  *'  whom  I  shall  have  to  quote  in 
some  subsequent  remarks,  has  touched ,^  I  think,  with  great  eloquence 
and  truth  upon  the  true  union  which  may  be  effected  between  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  and  the  privileges  of  Parliament  upon 
this  important  subject  of  treaties.  He  said, '  It  is  the  happy  circum- 
stance of  our  Constitution  that  it  gives  to  the  Crown  the  sole 
prerogative  of  negotiating  and  concluding  treaties,  but  it  gives  the 
judgment,  the  revision,  and  the  execution  of  those  treaties  to  the 
privileges  of  the  people.'  But  I  want  to  know  how  we  can  have 
judgment,  how  we  can  effect  revision,  and  how  we  can  exercise 
control  over  the  execution  of  a  treaty,  if  we  have  already  parted  with 
those  privileges,  the  possession  and  the  exercise  of  which  form,  as  it 
were,  the  privity  between  the  House  and  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown?" 
— Ibid.  1365-6.  "Free  Trade  principles,"  be  said  further  on,  "may 
be,  and  no  doubt  are,  very  good  things,  but  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  that  constitutional  principles  are  better  ;  and  allow  me  to  remind 
the  House  that  they  are  much  older.  Now,  this  Treaty  of  Commerce 
before  us  appears  to  be  an  instrument  which  has  been  devised  to 
silence  the  voice  of  our  Legislature.  Do  not  let  it  turn  out  that, 
in  carrying  it  into  effect  another  Legislature  is  deprived  of  its 
privileges." — Ibid.  1374.  And,  answering  some  objection,  the  speech 
wound  up  with  the  vigorous  declaration  that  **  the  time  has  not  yet 
come  when  an  English  Minister  can  feel  that  he  is  in  a  false  position 
because  he  defers  to  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
acknowledges  the  authority  of  Parliament." — Ibid. 
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by,  in  case  a  favourable  opportunity  for  doing  so  should 
arise.     It  is  noteworthy,  however,  in  connection  with 
declarations  afterwards  made  and  enactments  subse- 
quently passed  by  Mr.  Disraeli  on  this  question  of  the 
franchise,  that  the  principal  ground  of  his  hostility  to 
the  reduction  to  £6  was  that  it  would  largely  increase 
the  number  of  votes  of  the   working   classes.     The 
result  of  this  would  be,  he  declared,  to  enable  those 
classes  to  combine  and  overpower  the  other  portions 
of  the  community.     This  statement  appears  the  more 
remarkable  when  it  is  known  that  the  entire  urban 
electorate  of  England  and  Wales,  according  to  the  cal- 
culation of  Lord  John  Russell,  by  whom  the  Bill  was 
introduced,  would  only  be  increased  fix>m  440,000  to 
634,000— that  is,  by  194,000  votes.     Even  supposing 
that  the  new  electors  would  be  exclusively  from  the 
working  class,  Mr.  Disraeli's  statement  amounted  to 
this,  that  the  addition  of  less  than  200,000  working 
men  to  the  electorate  would  have  the  effect  of  giving 
them  power  to  swamp  all  the  other  classes  of  voters.* 
The  Address  from  the  Throne  at  the  opening  of  the 
session  of  1861  contained  no  allusion  to  the  question  of 
Reform,  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  place  of 

•  "The  working  classes  of  this  country,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  *'hiMi 
shown  a  remarkable  talent  for  organization,  and  a  power  of  dis- 
cipline and  combination  inferior  to  none,  and  to  these  classes  the  Bill 
was  about  to  give  predominant  power.  He  thought  a  measure  which 
founded  the  constituency  upon  the  principle  of  numbers,  not  litneas 
and  which  added  200,000  electors,  composing  one  homogeueous  class, 
having  the  same  interest,  who  would  neutralize  the  yoices  of  the 
present  borough  constituency,  was  not  a  wise  and  weU-consideit^i 
one." — Annxial  JRegUtcVj  cii.  101. 
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blaming  the  Liberal  Administration  for  its  neglect  of 
one  of  the  first  and  most  important  of  Liberal  mea- 
sures, was  highly  delighted  and  warmly  approved. 
He  "  thought  the  (Jovemment  could  not  be  censured 
for  omitting  the  topic  in  the  Royal  Speech,  and  he 
was  not  displeased  at  the  omission." 

Turning  to  the  foreign  policy  of  Lord  Palmerston« 
Mr.  Disraeli  uttered  a  protest  against  the  Premier's 
system  of  "secret  diplomacy";  t  renewed  his  con- 
demnation of  Lord  Palmerston's  '*  pursuing  the 
phantom  of  an  United  Italy  " ;  %  and  with  his  cha- 
racteristically audacious  forgetfulness  of  passages  in 
his  own  career,  accused  the  Ministry  of  "  fishing  "  for 
a  policy  from  Parliament.  § 

By  the  beginning  of  1862  the  Government  had  te 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  Civil  War  in  America. 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  wise  enough  to  advocate  a  policy  of 
complete  neutrality ;  ||  and  to  this  policy,  to  his  ever- 
lasting credit,  notwithstanding  the  rabid  fervour  of 
a  large  number  of  his  supporters  in  favour  of  the 
Southern  States,  he  adhered,  throughout  the  entire 
civil  conflict.  Considering  the  foreign  policy  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  he  condemned  it,  as  he  had  consistently 
done,  for  its  activity,  and  recommended  disarmament 
as  the  true  course  to  be  adopted  for  maintaining  tran- 
quillity ;  denouncing  "  bloated  armaments  "  in  time  of 
peace  IF  with  a  fervour  that  recalled  the  orations  of 

•  lUd.  ciii.  10.  §  Ihid, 

f  Ihid,  10.  U  Annual  Register,  ciy.  9. 

X  Ibid.  11.  H  Ibid.  80. 
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Mr.  Bright*  His  attitade,  also,  in  a  debate  in  reference 

*  The  phrase  "bloated  armaments*'  waa  uaed  in  a  debate  on  th5 
Gustoma  and    Inland'  Revenue    Bill,  Ifay  8.    One  of  tlie  ^questioci 
which  Mr.    Disraeli  most  carefully  oonsidered   in  this    speech    wa^ 
whether  England  required  a  larger  force  for  her  defence  ;   and  thi 
question    he  decided    em{)hatically  in  the  negative.      He    examinfd 
the  three  grounds  which  could  be  assigned  for  an  increase  of  her  arn>- 
ments  :  (1)  self-defence ;  (2)  "  to  obtain  a  great  object  of  material  in- 
portauce  ; "  and  (3)  '*  to  use  a  phrase  which  has  been  introduced  ino 
this  debate,  to -maintain  her  due  influence  in  the  counciLi  of  Europe.**— 
Hansard^  3  S.  clxvi.  1408.     As  to  the  first  ground,  England  was  sufi- 
oiently  prepared  for  self-defence  already  ;  as  to  the  second — ^the  desiB- 
bility  uf  aocjuiring  a^lditional  territory — he  dismissed  it  with  scomfsl 
impatience.    "  Now,"  he  said,  **  I  am  quite  at  a  loss  to  fix  upon  any  poiit 
of  material  importance  which  this  oountiy  aspires  to.     It  appears  to  ns 
that  England  is  in  poesessic^n  of  everything  which  a  free,  proud,  an^ 
rational   country  can  detiire,  and  I  entirely  diwniiw  any  consideratic^ 
under  that  heacL  " — IhuL    He  then  went  on  to  consider  the  third  grouid 
— the  influence  which  England  ought  to  maintain  in  the  coundlaof 
Euro(>e  ;    and   on   that  ix>int  he   was   equally  emphatic  in   his   con- 
demnation of  an  increase  of  our  forces.     **  \Vhat,"  he  asked,   **is  this 
moral  power  to  exercise  which  is  now  the  policy  of  England  ?     I  will 
tell  you  what  moral  power   means.    It  means  garrisons  doubles  and 
tix'bleil.     It  means  fMiuodrons   turned   into  fleets  ;  and   in  an  {jge  of 
mechauical    invention  to  which  there  is  no  assignable  limit,  it  neuu 
perjietual  stimulus  given  to  the  study  of  the  science  of  destructiw.'*— 
I^id.  14*21-2.     "The   consetiuence,"   he  proceeded,   "of  the  jKilcy  of 
what  is  called  moral  power — that  is  to  say,  warlike  armaments  ii  time 
of  peace — of  a  dictitorial  ix)licy  never  conceding,  scorning  conciiatioD, 
shrinking  from  compromii*e  and  never  having  forbearance — is  that  you 
find  yourselves  involved  in  war.     Your  armaments  lead  to  riva  arma- 
ments ;  and  it  is  an  inevitiible  necessity  that  any  country  wUch  is 
obliged   to   incur   a  warlike   expentliture   in  times   of  peace  f^r  any 
considerable   i>eri<^,    ultimately    takes     refuge    from    the    intderabk 
position  in  which  it  must   tind  itself,  in  an  attempt   to  realise  some 
result  by  a  state  of  war." — Ihid.  1422.     He  next  proceeded  tc  argue 
against  the  idea  that  England  was  justified  in  entertaining  anf  fears 
of  France.     "  The  military  restlessness  of  France,'*  he  said,  "  i*  more 
than  satiated.     France  retjuires  repose  ;   France  requires  peace  ;  Fraooe 
requires  economy  ;    France  reciuires  commerce.      Commerce,   ecmomT, 
and    peace    constitute   the   natural   and   normal  policy   of    EicUiid; 
and  I  say   it   is  an   opportunity   for  the  noble  Lord,  posseasiig  the 


N> 


A  PATRIOTIC  OPPOSITION.  537 

to   Canada,  is  worthy  of  some  notice.    During  the 

confidence  of  the  House,  and  armed  with  the  resources  of  this 
country,  to  appeal  to  one  who  still,  in  official  parlance,  is  our  ally, 
and  who  might,  under  the  noble  Lord's  influence,  still  become  our 
friend — it  is,  I  say,  in  the  noble  Lord's  power  to  come  to  some  cordial 
understanding,  sensible  as  well  as  cordial,  between  this  country  and 
France —  ....  to  put  an  end  to  these  bloated  armaments  which 
naturally  involve  states  in  financial  embarrassments." — Ibid.  \  425-6.  He 
took  every  opportunity,  in  this  same  session,  of  preaching  that  necessity  for 
retrenchment,  upon  which  during  these  years  he  was  insisting  in  season 
and  out  of  season.  He  was  favourable  to  the  idea  of  Mr.  Stansfeld's  motion, 
calling  for  a  reduction  in  our  expenditure  {Annual  Re^er^  cxv.  91), 
and  both  in  the  debate  on  the  Fortifications  and  Works  Bill,  on 
June  23,  and  in  a  debate  on  the  Administration  of  Lord  Palmerston  on 
August  1,  advocated  the  same  idea.  In  the  first  he  accused  the  Premier 
of  escaping  the  consequences  of  his  excessive  expenditure  by  throwing 
the  burden  on  posterity.  '*  We  have,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  **  had  a  war 
expenditure  in  time  of  peace,  combined,  and  erroneously  combined, 
with  a  system  of  finance  that  only  a  peace  expenditure  could  justify. 
The  consequences  of  that  combination  may  alarm  us  and  other 
Members  of  this  House  ;  but  when  these  consequences  begin  to  appear 
— and  they  may  be  nearer  than  we  suppose — they  will  perhaps  be  no 
source  of  alarm  to  the  noble  Lord,  because  when  his  financial  em- 
barrassments commence,  he  is  perfectly  ready  to  draw  upon  posterity. 
To-night  he  is  establishing  a  precedent  which,  if  sanctioned  by  the 
House,  will  allow  him  to  engage  the  expenditure  of  the  countiy  in 
worthless  purposes  of  any  sort  with  impunity." — Ibid,  clxvii.  956-7.  In 
the  second  speech — that  on  the  Administration  of  Lord  Palmerston — he 
declared  that  the  Premier  had  spent  £12,000,000  on  the  dockyards 
alone  since  he  had  obtained  power.  ^  What,"  asked  Mr.  Disraeli, 
"have  we  got  for  that  money  ?  I  say  that  £12,000,000  were  never  ex- 
pended in  a  manner  more  thoughtless,  more  inefficient,  and  producing 
less  results." — Ibid,  clxviii.  1136.  He  condemned  the  war  in  China 
as  "  entered  into  in  the  most  rash  and  imprudent  manner — part  and 
parcel,  indeed,  of  a  most  rash  and  imprudent  system  "  {Ihid.  1137-8); 
he  accused  Palmerston,  of  meaning  **  recklessly  to  play "  with  the 
different  parties  in  the  House,  ''  for  the  gratification  of  his  own  am- 
bition" {Ibid.  1139)  ;  and  finally  he  summed  up  his  idea  of  what  the 
foreign  policy  of  England  ought  tO'  be,  by  declaring  that  we  should 
be  "  vigilant  to  guard  and  y^rompt  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the 
country,"  but  that  we  ought  at  the  same  time  to  "  hold  aloof  from 
that  turbulent  diplomacy  which  only  distracts  the  mind  of  the  people 
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period  when  a  conflict  appeared  probable  between 
this  country  and  the  United  States  in  reference  to 
what  is  known  as  the  Trent  afiair,  the  Home  Govern- 
ment  despatched  to  Canada  a  body  of  3,000  men, 
raising  the  force  of  British  troops  in  the  Dominion  to 
10,000.  Curiously  enough,  the  Conservative  party 
found  great  fault  with  this  measure,  and  took  up,  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  the  ground  that,  by  thas 
retaining  a  large  force  in  our  colonies,  we  diminished 
their  necessity  for,  and  accordingly  their  own  power 
of,  self-defence.  Mr.  Adderley  (now  Lord  Norton), 
who  introduced  a  motion  on  the  question,  said  that  we 
ought  to  adopt  towards  Canada  one  of  two  courses,— 
either  to  largely  increase  our  force  there,  or  to  let  it  be 
dLstinctly  understood  by  the  Canadians  that  unless 
measures  were  taken  for  their  self-defence,  the  British 
troops  in  the  colony  would  be  withdrawn.*  And 
Mr.  Disraeli  joined  in  the  complaint  that  by  sending 
this  force  to  Canada  we  did  the  colony  harm,  "thereby 
damping  the  ardour  of  the  Canadians  by  indicating 
a  desire  to  monopolise  their  defence."  f 

from  internal  improvement."  It  would  be  better  for  us  "to  lighten 
taxation, "  **  frigidly  but  wisely  to  administer  the  public  trwumry."— 
Ibid.  1140.  I  think  I  might  leave  my  contention  that  during  the  ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Palmerstou  Mr.  Disraeli  preached  the  thoroughly 
Radical  doctrine  of  peace,  retrenchment,  and  internal  reform,  to  rast  oo 
his  conduct  in  this  single  session  of  1862.  Of  course,  the  reader  inll 
know  that  I  am  not  blaming  him  for  preaching  such  doctrinee,  or  that  I 
dissent  from  them.  My  ix>int  is,  that  while  he  taught  such  artacks  of 
public  policy  at  one  period  of  his  career,  he  professed  quite  the  opposite 
creed  at  another  period  :  that,  in  addition  to  the  sin  of  prouagadng 
false  doctrine,  he  wa.4  also  guilty  of  the  offence  of  apostasy.'" 
*  Ibid,  iia.  t  ^^'^^'  119. 
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In  1863,  also,  the  civil  war  in  America  presented  the 
chief  subject  of  parliamentary  discussion.  Mr.  Disraeli, 
while  having  the  good  sense  to  denounce  the  indica- 
tions both  on  the  part  of  the  Government  and  by  a 
section  of  its  own  supporters  of  a  desire  to  give  a 
recognition  to  the  rebellious  States,  indulged  in  some 
prophecies  about  the  future  of  America  which  are  ex- 
tremely amusing  reading  at  the  present  time.* 

In  the  debate  on  the  Address  in  1864,  Mr.  Disraeli 
made  some  attempt  to  rouse  the  Parliament  &om  its 
subjection  to  the  influence  of  Lord  Palmerston,  and 
described  in  somewhat  contemptuous  terms  the  un- 
hesitating obedience  which  it  gave  on  all  occasions  to 
what  the  Minister  desired.  He  described  the  House  of 
Commons  as  "fast  drawing  to  that  satisfactory  con- 
dition which  subsists  between  members  of  the  French 
Chambers  and  their  master; "  f  aJ^d  then  renewed  his  old 
charge  that  the  Government  endeavoured  to  obtain  a 
policy  for  the  House  of  Commons,  instead  of  suggesting 
one  themselves.  "  Humiliate  us  if  you  like,"  said  Mr. 
Disraeli.  "  Degrade  us  if  we  must  submit  to  it.  But, 
at  any  rate,  do  not  call  on  us  to  bear  responsibility."  \ 

♦  "  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself  the  conviction  that  whoever  in 
this  House  may  be  young  enough  to  live  to  witness  the  ultimate  con- 
sequences of  this  civil  war  will  see,  whenever  the  waters  have  sub- 
sided, a  different  America  from  that  which  was  known  to  our  fathers, 
and  even  from  that  of  which  this  generation  has  had  so  much  expe- 
rience. It  will  be  an  America  of  armies,  of  diplomacy,  of  rival  States 
and  manoeuvring  Cabinets,  of  frequent  turbulence,  and  probably  of 
frequent  wars." — Annual  Register^  1863,  N.  S.,  cv.  21. 

t  Annual  Register,  1864,  N.  S.,  cvi.  16. 

X  Ibid,  16. 
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Next,  dealing  with  the  question  of  peace  or  war,  he 
said,  "  If  we  believe  that  this  countiy  is  engaged  in 
a  just  and  fair  quarrel,  Parliament  will  support  the 
Government,  of  whomsoever  it  may  be  formed.  But 
let  us  be  sure  about  the  policy  which  we  are  pursuing. 
Let  us  be  quite  sure,  if  we  go  to  war,  first  of  all  that 
it  is  a  necessary  and  just  war ;  and^  secondly,  if  now 
necessary,  whether  it  might  not  have  been  prevented 
by  more  astute  and  skilful  management.  ....  If 
you  have  a  policy,  let  it  be  brought  forward  fairly  and 
candidly."  * 

In  the  course  of  this  session,  an  episode  occurred 
which,  though  it  has  no  reference  to  a  political  ques- 
tion of  any  great  importance,  yet  throws  a  strong  light 
on  some  very  important  and  characteristic  traits  in 
the  personal  character  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  At  this 
period  Mr.  Stansfeld  was  one  of  the  Junior  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty.  The  Procureur-Imperial  of  France, 
while  engaged  in  prosecuting  a  man  named  Greco  and 
others  for  a  conspiracy  to  assassinate  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  made  a  statement  to  the  eflEect  that  one  of 
the  accused  persons  had  been  found  in  possession  of 
a  letter  telling  him  to  write  for  money  to  Mr.  Flowers, 
at  35,  Thurloe  Square,  Brompton.  This  was  the 
address  of  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  that  gentleman  admitted 
that  he  had  allowed  the  Italian  patriot  Mazzinito  have 
his  letters  addressed  to  35,  Thurloe  Square,  under  the 
name  of  M.  Fiori  (the  Italian  equivalent  for  Flowers). 
The  explanation,  as  was  put  forward  more  clearly 

•  Ibid,  17. 
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by  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor,  was  to  the  effect  that  it  would 
have  been  absurd  to  expect  that  any  letters  addressed 
to  Mazzini  in  his  own  name  from  Italy  would  have 
had  the  least  chance  of  reaching  him.  As  %Kir.  Taylor 
remarked,  ''any  letters  so  addressed  might  as  well 
be  burned  as  expected  to  be  delivered  to  him  in 
London/'*  Mr.  Stansfeld  at  the  same  time  denied 
that  he  had  any  knowledge  whatever  of  the  nature  of 
the  correspondence  which  passed  between  Mazzini  and 
his  friends.  Mr.  Disraeli  made  use  of  the  occasion  to 
deliver  two  most  vehement  attacks  upon  Mr.  Stansfeld 
and  against  Mazzini.t 

In  the  first  of  these  speeches  (March  14),  he  de- 
scribed Mazzini  as  ''  not  only  the  votary  and  advocate, 
but  the  great  promoter  of  assassination/^ t  and  in  the 
second  (March  17),  he  accused  Mr.  Stansfeld  of  being 
in  correspondence  with  ''  the  assassins  of  Europe/' 
'Hhe  advocates  of  anarchy  throughout  the  Continent  ;^^ 
'^  of  the  men  who  point  their  poniards  at  the  breast  of 
our  allies."  § 

Mr.  Bright  replied  to  Mr.  Disraeli,  calling  him  to 
account  for  the  excessive  bitterness  of  his  onslaught 
on  Mr.  Stansfeld.    Befening  to  some  of  the  quotations 

•  Annual  Register,  1864,  N.  S.,  64. 

t  It  is  singularly  noteworthy  that  Mr.  Disraeli  afterwards  in 
*<Lothair"  introduces  Mazzini  as  one  of  his  characters,  under  the 
name  of  Mirafiori,  a  name  suggested,  it  will  be  seen,  by  this  debate, 
and  he  gives  a  very  different  (and  indeed  favourable)  picture  of  him 
from  that  which  he  presents  in  the  discussion  on  Mr.  Stansfeld's 
action. 

X  Hansard,  3  S.  clzxiii.  1938. 

§  lh\d.  clxxiv.  271-2. 


542  LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 

made  from  writings  of  Mazzini,  Mr.  Bright  remarked 
that  one  of  those  quotations  came  from  a  date  so  &r 
back  as  thirty  years  before.  ''  I  don't  know  Mazzini's 
age/'  continued  Mr.  Bright,  ''but  I  believe  that  he 
might  be  at  the  time  five-and-twenty.  Consider 
what  his  compatriots  in  Italy  have  suffered.  I  think 
I  have  read  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  just 
sat  down,  in  one  of  his  early  writings,  expressed 
opinions — it  may  be  merely  to  excite  a  sensation 
amongst  his  readers — but  still  opinions  very  much 
like  those  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  has  alluded  to- 
night."* 

The  allusion  of  Mr.  Bright  was  to  a  passage  in  the 
"  Revolutionary  Epick  "  which  certainly  had  the  ap- 
pearance of  defending  assassination  in  some  instances. 
Mr.  Disraeli  immediately  stood  up,  and  exclaimed, 
*'  There  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  for  that  state- 
ment. I  give  it  the  most  unequivocal  contradiction;" 
and  this  statement,  according  to  the  report  in  the 
Morning  Star  of  the  following  day  (March  18), 
was  received  by  the  Opposition  with  "cheers,  and 
renewed  cheers." — Mr.  Bright  accepted  the  explana- 

tion.f 

But  the  most  curious  part  of  the  whole  transaction 
is  that  Mr.  Disraeli,  not  satisfied  with  giving  a  con- 
tradiction in  the  House  of  Commons,  published  a  new 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  clxxiv.  275. 

t  '* Doubtless,  then,'*  he  said,  ''those  who  quoted  writings  nid 
to  be  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  were  in  error.  I  accept  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  freely,  bat  I  was  not  about  to  bUme 
him."— ^*W.  276. 
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edition  of  his  "  Revolutionary  Epick,"  in  order  to  con- 
firm the  truth  of  his  statement.  When  the  new 
edition  came  to  be  compared  with  the  one  previously 
published  in  1834,  it  was  discovered  that*  the  passage 
referring  to  assassination,  to  which  Mr.  Bright  had 
alluded,  had  been  so  garbled  as  to  convey  quite  a 
different  meaning."^ 

*  I  place  side  by  side  the  passages  as  they  appear  in  the  two 
editions,  leaying  the  reader  to  form  his  own  conclusions : — 


Edition  of  1864. 

Dark  Pharaoh's  doom 
Shall  cool  your  chariot  wheels, 

and  hallowed  be 
The   regicidal   steel    that   shall 

redeem 
A  nation's  woe. 

Lyridon,    Canto  zjdi.  107. 


Edition  of  1834. 

Pharaoh's  doom 
Shall  cool   those    chariot-wheels 

now  hot  with  blood  ; 
And  blessed  be  the  hand   thai 

dares  to  wave 
The  regicidal    steel    that  shall 

redeem 

A  nation's  sorrow  with  a  tyranfs 
blood/ 
Lyridon,    Canto  xxiv.  127.    Part  ii. 

Another  important  passage  was  also  so  softened  down  as  to  be 
essentially  different  in  meaning,  as  will  be  seen  from  putting  extracts 
from  the  two  editions  side  by  side : — 

Edition  of  1834.  Edition  of  1864. 

From  the  first  moment  that  the  Since  the  wolf  her  mother, 

wolf  her  mother,  Stem  nurse  of  sterner  children, 


from  her  dug 
Immortal    poured    her   stream, 

Rome's  strong  career 
Was  mine ;  the  blow  bold  Brutus 

struck,  her  fate. 

Lyridon.    Canto  xi.  96. 


8tem  nurse  of  sterner  children, 
poured  her  stream 

Of  martial  milk  from  her  im- 
mortal dug, 

The  spirit  of   her  strong  career 
was  mine; 

And  the  bold   Brutus  but  pro- 
pelled the  blow, 

Her  own  and  nature's  laws  alike 
approved. 

Lyridon,    Canto  xii.  108. 

It  might  be  argued,  in  favour  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  that  he  is  not 

to  be  held  responsible  for  the  opinions  be  puts  in  the  month  of  one 
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The  reader  has  been  made  so  familiar  with  adventoreB 
of  a  like  nature  in  the  course  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
career,  that  I  need  not  here  further  dwell  upon  this 
episode.  This  only  is  worthy  of  observation  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  that  it  is  rather  astonishing  to  find 
Mr.  Disraeli  carrying  into  the  maturity  of  middle  age, 
and  into  the  importance  of  his  great  position^  the 
extraordincuy  and  fantastic  tricks  with  truth  which 

of  his  characters  ;  but  his  own  act  deprives  him  of  this  escape.    If 
those  passages  in  the  edition  of  1834  were  innocent,  whj  did  he 
garble  them  in  the  subsequent  edition  ?    The  new  edition,  I  ought 
to  mention,  was  prefaced  by  a  dedication  to  Lord   Stanley  (now 
Lord  Derby).    Mr.  Disraeli  declares  he  had  sometimes  reg:ietted, 
as  it  had  **  long  been  improbable  "  he  *•  should  ever  publish  another 
work."  that  he  could  never  avail    himself  of    the    most    gracefal 
privilege  of  a  \%Titer,  and  inscribe  upon  a  page  the  name  of  one  i. 
whom  "  I  am  indebted  for  an  interesting  and  faithful  friendship.*" 
*'  But,"  proceeds    Lord    Beaconsfield.  **  as    the    unforeseen    alwars 
occurs,  an    o'^casion   has    offered  for  the  pleasing  office,  which  I 
could  never  have  contemplated."     Then  he  proceeds  to   say  that 
thirty  years  before,  he  had  printed  a  portion  of  a  poem,  **  the  nature 
of  which  '*  had  **  unexpectedly  become  the  subject  of  public  contro- 
versy."   Only  fifty  copies  had  been  printed,  and  as  the  controversy 
as  to  its  contents  might  Ixjcome  "  recurrent  and  interminable,"  be 
thinks  the  "  simplest  course,  and  one  which  might  save  me  trouble 
hereafter,"  would    be  to  republish  the  Epick.      The   new  edition 
was  '•  printed  from  the  only  copy  in  my  possession,  and  which,  with 
slight   exceptions,  was  correct   in    1837,   when  after  three  years' 
reflection,  I  had  resolved  not  only  to  correct,  but  to  complete  tb« 
work."      Finally,  we  are  told    that    the   **  eorrectim^   are  fvrtly 
literary.''    The  reader  knows  that  the  Epick  was  published  first  in 
1834.    To  say  that  the  corrections  made  in  the  edition  of  1834  were 
"  purely  literary  "  was,  cf  course,  the  reverse  of  true.     It  appears 
to  me  that  Tilr.  Disraeli  tries  to  muddle  the  question  by  talking  of 
1837,  so  as  to  avoid  the  direct  statement  tliat  the  1864  ^ition  had 
no  corrections  but  "  purely  literarj^ "  ones  on  the  edition  of  1S34. 
The  suggestion,  of  course,  however,  is  that  the  1884  and  the  1S64 
editions  were  the  same.    The  reader  can  now  judge  of  the  veracity  of 
that  suggestion. 
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constituted  one  of  the  most  characteristic  features  in 
his  early  years  of  struggle  and  ohscurity  * 

In  the  session  of  1865  Mr.  Diaraeli  distinguished 
himself  by  again  pandeiing  to  the  religious  and  political 
prejudices  of  his  supporters  in  opposing  two  wise  and 
juat  measures.  He  renewed  his  opposition  to  the 
abolition  of  the  offensive  oaths  which  Roman  Catholic 
members  were  obliged  to  take  on  entering  the  House-t 
In  speaking  on  Mr.  Baines'  bill  proposing  an  alter- 
ation in  the  borough  franchise,  he  opposed  Reform  in 
words  that  his  aft«r-conduct  made  extremely  memo- 
rable. 

"  All  that  has  occurred,"  he  said, — "  all  that  I  have 
observed,  all  the  results  of  my  reflections,  lead  me  to 

*  SpeakinK  daring  the  reeeaa,  Ur.  Disraeli  discuned  ia  a  speech 
before  the  Oxford  Diocesan  Society  (Nov.  36,  1881),  the  much-vexed 
question  as  to  the  origin  of  man.  "  The  qncBtion  is  this ;  Is  a  man 
an  ape  or  an  anf^l  ?  M;  lord,  I  am  on  the  side  of  the  angels." — 
Irvbtg,  53s.  In  "  Tancred  "  the  same  question  is  discossed  in  a  similar 
manner.  Talking  of  "  The  Revelation  of  Chaos,"  by  which  I  think 
the  "  Vestiges  of  Creation"  is  meant,  Lord  Beaconafleld,  with  bright 
sarcasm,  makes  a  young  lady,  who  is  an  aprit  fert,  thus  describe  the 
doctrine  of  evolutioD  :  "  Bat  what  is  most  interesting,  is  tha  way 
in  which  man  has  been  developed.  Yon  know,  all  is  development. 
The  principle  is  perpetually  going  on.  First,  there  was  nothing ; 
then,  there  was  somoihing  ;  then— I  forget  the  neit — I  think  there 
were  shells  ;  then  flshea ;  then  we  came.  Let  me  see — did  we  come 
next  I  Never  mind  that :  we  came  at  lost.  And  the  next  change, 
then,  will  t>e  SDmething  veij  superior. to  us — something  with  wings. 
Aht  that's  it:  we  were  fishes,  and  I  believe  we  shall  lie  crows  I" — 
Tanered,  new  edition,  109.  There  ate  numberless  other  passages  in 
Lord  BeaconsSeld'a  writings  and  speeches  which  display  the  same 
vehement  hostility  as  those  jnst  quoted  to  atheistic  teschjng.  He 
appears  to  me  to  have  the  thoroughly  Hebrew  belief  in  the  peraonal 
Ood  of  the  Old  Testament. 

t  Annual  Begisler,  cvii.  86. 

35 
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this  more  and  more — that  the  principle  upon  which 
the  constituencies  of  this  country  should  be  increased 
is  one  not  of  radical^  but,  I  may  say,  of  kUeral 
reform  —  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  not  its 
degradation,"* 

In  the  General  Election  of  1865,  Mr.  Disraeli  again 
stood  for  Bucks,  and  was  again  elected.  A&  to  the 
address  which  he  delivered  on  his  election,  I  need 
only  refer  to  the  passage  in  which  he  reiterated  the 
opinions  he  had  so  often  expressed  in  favour  of  a 
foreign  policy  of  conciliation  and  non-intervention. t 

I  have  now  finished  my  survey  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
action  throughout  the  many  years  in  which  he  was 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  the  Liberal  pai-ty  was 
mainly  re[)resented  by  Lord  Palmerston.  I  shall  briefly 
summarise  what  I  have  written  by  saying  that  his 

•  Ihid.  113. 

t  **  I  am,"  he  said,  "  not  in  favour  of  non-intervention ;  becaiue 
there  is  no  such  word  in  the  English  language.  But  if  you  mean 
Dy  that  barbarism  that  you  don't  think  it  for  the  interest  of  England 
that  Enijland,  under  any  circumstances,  should  meddle  with  the 
affairs  of  otlier  countries,  I  am  equally  opposed  to  that  view.  There 
are  occasions  when  the  honour  and  interests  of  England  may 
authorise  an  interference  ;  but  I  think  it  requires  an  unmistakable 
expression  of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  nation  before  you  can  deter- 
mine that  its  honour  is  concerned,  an<i  it  requires  on  the  part  of  ibe 
Minister  great  sagacity,  great  knowledge,  and  the  possession  of  the 
highest  (lualities  of  a  i)ublic  man,  before  he  can  decide  even  that  the 
interests  of  Knglaud  are  concerned  in  each  case." — Bitclu  Heraldt 
July  15,  180.").  "  I  am  myself,"  he  proceeded,  "  in  favour  of  a  Con- 
servative foreign  policy — a  policy  which  believes  that  the  tranquillity 
of  the  world  is  the  interest  of  England,  that  peace  is  the  normal 
aim,  and  that  in  the  tranquillity  of  the  world  the  state  or  be«t 
objects  of  English  ambition  may  be  legitimately  obtained*  I  do  not 
think  it  is  the  duty  or  interest  of  England  to  aUy  itself  with  the 
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policy  was  characterised  by  three  leading  principles : 
(1)  No  disinclination  to  embarrass  the  Government 
when  dealing  with  a  foreign  question  of  great  diffi- 
culty; (2)  Hostility  to  anything  like  extensive  Re- 
form ;  and  (3)  Constant  adherence  to  the  Radical  creed 
of  peace,  retrenchment,  and  internal  reform.  We 
approach  a  period  when  we  shall  see  how  far  he  was 
true  in  office  to  those  principles  he  had  so  strenuously 
and  persistently  advocated  during  his  many  years 
of  opposition. 

.  The  death  of  Lord  Palmerston,  in  1865,  led  to  the 
Premiership  of  Earl  Russell,  and  the  assumption  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  of  the  post  of  leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  new  Ministers  had  not  long  been  in 
power  when,  true  to  their  traditions,  they  determined 
to  bring  in  a  Reform  Bill.     The  measure  introduced  by 

them  was  of  a  very  moderate  character  indeed.     While 

revolutionary  party  of  the  world.  If  you  do,  I  don't  see  how  you 
can  avoid  war  ;  but  if  you  hold  to  the  great  principle  of  a  Conserva- 
tive foreign  policy,  you  have  a  greater  chance  of  avoiding  it.  I 
look  on  the  power  of  England  as  a  moderating  and  mediating  power ; 
and  if  war  occurs  in  the  world  it  is  the  business  of  England  by  her 
counsels,  to  prevent  it  if  possible,  and  if  she  fails  in  that,  to  shorten 
its  duration  and  soften  its  acerbity." — Ibid.  And  then  he  made  the 
following  remarkable  declaration  :  "  Since  I  have  been  in  Parliament 
— now  twenty-seven  years — there  has  only  occurred  one  occasion  on 
which  war  was  justifiable  on  our  part,  and  even  then  it  was  a  war 
which  we  could  not  enter  on  without  hesitation,  but  still  it  was  a 
war  necessary  for  the  interests  of  the  world.  That  was  the  Crimean 
war,  and  on  that  ground  I  supported  it.  I  have  seen  no  cause  since 
for  the  warlike  interference  of  England  in  the  affairs  of  Europe  or 
America.  I  think  it  a  fair  boast  for  a  Government  if  they  can 
show  that  they  have  maintained  the  country  at  peace.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  allegation  on  the  part  of  the  present  Qovem- 
ment  cannot  be  sustained." — Ihid, 
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it  reduced  the  county  franchise  to  £14,  it  lowered  that 
in  the  towns  to  £7.    The  reader  will  remember  that 
the  bill  introduced  by  the  Conservative  Ministry  in 
1859  reduced  the  county  franchise  to  £10,  while  the 
bill  of  Lord  John  Russell,  introduced   in   the  year 
following,  lowered  the  county  franchise  to  £10  and 
the  borough  franchise  to  £6.     In   other  words,  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1866  proposed  a  higher  franchise  for 
the  counties  than  that  proposed  by  Mr.  Disraeli  him- 
self in  1859  ;  and  a  higher,  both  as  regards  the  counties 
and  the  boroughs,  than  the  bill  brought  in  by  Lord 
John  Russell   in   1860.     There  was,  therefore,  every 
reason  to  hope  that  this  bill  would  pass  easily  through 
the  House  of  Commons.     However,  the  Parliameot 
which  had  been  elected  under  the  auspices  of  Loni 
Palmerston,  though  containing  a  Liberal  majority,  con- 
sisted of  Liberals  rather  of  the  Whig  type  than  of  the 
more  advanced  school.     The  result  was   that  a  com- 
bination of  parties  was  made  against  the  mecisure,  the 
anti-reforming  Liberals  joining  with  the  Conservatives. 
Shortly  after  the  introduction  of  the  measure,  Eari 
Grosvenor  gave  notice  of  an  amendment,  the  effect  of 
which  was  that  the  House  would  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  franchise  until  the  Government  toH 
them  what  they  were  afterwards  prepared  to  do  on  the 
question  of  the  redistribution  of  seats.     The  bill  was 
brought  on  for  second  reading  on  the  12th  of  April; 
Earl  Grosvenor  moved  his  amendment,  and  a  debate 
ensued  which  extended  over  eight  nights.     It  was  on 
the  last  night  of  the  debate,  and  immediately  before 
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Mr.  Gladstone  rose  to  reply,  that  Mr.  Disraeli  expressed 
his  opinions  upon  the  Bill  The  speech  had  the  same 
characteristics  which  I  have  noted  in  nearly  all  those 
on  the  question  of  Reform  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had 
delivered  in  previous  years.  He  guarded  himself  firom 
declarations  which  would  preclude  him  from  ever  deal- 
ing with  the  question,  but  at  the  same  time  invented 
reasons  for  professing  to  believe  that  the  bill  before 
the  House  did  not  deal  satisfactorily  with  the  subject. 
Notwithstanding  the  mystery  in  which  he  endeavoured 
to  involve  his  meaning,  there  are  several  passages 
which  clearly  show  that  his  main  objection  to  the  bill 
was,  that  under  it  too  large  a  proportion  of  the  work- 
ing classes  would  be  admitted  to  the  franchise.* 

The  amendment  of  Earl  Grosvenor  was  lost  by  a 
majority  of  five,  313  to  318.  On  May  7,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
yielding  to  the  objections  of  the  House,  brought  in  his 
Redistribution  Bill.     This  measure  was  carried  on  the 

*  *'  The  elements  of  the  estate  of  the  CJommons  must  be  numeroufl^ 
and  they  mast  be  ample,  in  an  age  like  this,  bat  they  mu4t  be  choice. 
Our  constitaent  body  should  be  numerous  enough  to  be  independent, 
a  nd  telect  enough  to  be  responnble" — Hansard,  clxxxiii.  97.  After  this 
endeavouring  to  reconcile  his  opposition  to  the  present  reduction  of 
the  franchise  with  the  expression  of  an  opinion  not  unfavourable  to  a 
similar  reduction  in  1859,  he  endeavoured  to  show  that  a  great 
change  had  come  over  public  opinion  since  then.  In  his  opinion, 
now,  ^Hhe  men  who  formed  the  impartial  and  intelligent  opinion 
of  the  country  "  thought  "  that,  though  they  are  desirous  that  the 
choicest  members  of  the  working  classes  should  form  a  part — and  no 
unimportant  portion — of  the  estate  of  the  Commons,  they  recoil  from 
afid  r^eet  a  grass  and  indiscriminate  reduction  of  the  franehise*^^^ 
Ibid.  98-9.  The  reader  will  not  be  unamused  to  find  the  old  figmen 
of  the  estate  reappearing  in  Mr.  Disraeli's  speculations  on  the  const! 
tation  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
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14th,  and  then  both  it  and  the  Franchise  Bill  were 
amalgamated.  The  two  bills  struggled  on  for  some 
time  with  varying  fortunes,  but  on  June  18th  an 
amendment  of  Lord  Dunkellin,  making  the  qualifica- 
tion dependent,  not  on  rental,  but  on  rating  value,  was 
carried  by  315  to  304.  Earl  Russell  and  Mr.  Gladstone 
resigned,  and  Lord  Derby  and  Mr.  Disraeli  once  more 
took  the  reins  of  Government. 

The  gigantic  and  to  some  extent  dangerous  agitation 
in  favour  of  Reform  which  followed  the  fall  of  the 
Gladstone  Government,  induced  some  members  of  the 
Derby  Administration  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  subject  could  no  longer  be  shelved.  Accordingly, 
when  Parliament  met,  the  Queen's  speech  was  found 
to  contain  ^  paragraph  announcing  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  deal  with  the  question.  This 
paragraph  asked  the  House  to  discuss  the  proposals  of 
the  Ministry  ''  in  a  spirit  of  moderation  and  mutual 
forbearance,"  and  trusted  that  the  result  would  be  the 
production  of  a  measure  which,  without  unduly  dk- 
turbing  the  balance  of  political  power,  "  should  fireely 
extend  the  elective  franchise." 

On  February  11th,  Mr.  Disraeli  explained  to  the 
House  of  Commons  the  meaning  of  these  words,  and 
the  explanation  at  once  amazed  and  amused  the 
House. 

"  Sir,"  said  he,  "  the  meaning  that  they  " — the 
Ministers — "attribute  to  those  words  is  that,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  House  finds  itself, 
it  was  in  our  opinion  expedient  that  Parliamentary 
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» 

Reform  should  do  longer  be  a  question  which  should 
decide  the  fate  of  Ministries."  * 

These  words,  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  say,  are 
utterly  subservient  of  the  principles  upon  which  the 
Ministry  hold  oflSce  in  a  constitutionally  governed 
country ;  nor  is  it  necessary  to  more  than  recall,  in  a 
word  to  the  reader,  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  himself  has 
pointed  out  scores  of  times  in  his  writings  and  speeches, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  Ministry  to  propose  a  policy  to 
the  legislature,  and  to  stand  or  fall  by  that  policy.  The 
question  of  Reform  was  the  chief  question  which  at 
this  moment  divided  parties,  and  no  Government  had 
a  right  to  hold  oflSce  except  on  the  condition  of  some 
proposal  on  that  subject  upon  which  they  were  ready 
to  stake  their  existence.  Besides,  it  was  on  this  very 
question  of  Reform  that  Mr.  Disraeli  had  just  succeeded 
in  overthrowing  the  Government  of  Lord  Russell  and 
Mr.  Gladstone.  In  the  neat  and  laconic  words  o{  Punch, 
Mr.  Disraeli's  calm  proposal  was  '*  Heads  I  win,  tails 
you  lose." 

In  the  course  of  this  speech  Mr.  Disraeli  made  several 
statements  of  an  extraordinary  but  to  us  familiar  cha- 
racter. As  his  Ministry  was  now  dealing  with  the 
question  of  Reform,  he  found  it  necessary  to  prove — not 
that  he  and  his  party  had  changed  their  opinions  upon 
the  question — but  that  in  all  along  opposing  Reform, 
they  had  been  really  in  its  favour.  In  other  words, 
he  resorted  to  exactly  the  same  tactics  as  he  employed 
when  he  came  into  office  in  1852.     Then  he  obtained 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  clxxxv.  215. 
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power  as  a  friend  of  Protection  and  au  enemy  of  Free 
Trade.  Now  he  had  obtained  power  as  a  friend  of  a 
restricted  and  an  enemy  of  an  extended  franchise.  But 
as  in  1852  he  endeavoured  to  show  that  while  opposing 
Free  Trade  he  was  steadily  supporting  it,  so  he  endea- 
voured to  prove  now  that  in  opposing  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  he  was^really  all  the  time  in  its  favour. 
In  working  out  this  strange  thesis,  he  made  the  mar- 
vellous assertion  that  Reform  had  never  been  a  party 
question,  and  he  pledged  himself  to  the  assertion  that 
Lord  Derby,  the  late  Duke  of  Richmond,  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  and  others  "  came  to  the  resolution  that  if 
Lord  John  Russell  gave  up  the  Act  of  1832,  nothing 
would  induce  them  to  take  up  a  position  of  opposition 
to  Parliamentary  Reform  ;  "  "  and  their  course,"  added 
Mr.  Disraeli,  "  has  been  consistent  throughout.  There 
never  was  a  Bill  brought  forward  on  the  subject  of 
which  the  second  reading  was  opposed  by  us.*'* 

With  regard  to  the  "resolutions"  of  Lord  Derby 
and  others,  I  confess  I  should  much  prefer  to  hear  their 
own  testimony  to  that  of  Mr.  Disraeli :  I  pass,  then,  to 
Mr.  Disraeli  s  assertions  about  his  own  conduct.  It  is 
quite  true  that  he  did  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  various  Reform  Bills,  but  the  suggestion  that 
he  did  not  obstruct  the  question  of  Reform  is  utterly 
and  audaciously  false.  He  did  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  for  two  very  good  reasons:  first,  because  be 
was  in  a  hopeless  minority;  and,  secondly,  because 
there  was  quite   enough   of  false  Liberalism  on  the 

♦  Ibid,  223. 
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Treasury  Bench,  and  on  the  other  Liberal  benches 
generally,  to  defeat  the  attempts  of  the  different 
Ministries  to  deal  with  the  question.  In  point  of 
fact,  then,  the  reason  why  Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  friends 
had  not  opposed  the  second  reading  of  those  Reform 
Bills  was  not  that  he  or  his  party  did  not  wish  them 
to  be  defeated,  but  that  they  thought  it  strategically 
better  to  allow  the  Bills  to  be  defeated  by  the  false 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party  itself.  Mr.  Disraeli,  to 
prove  his  case,  should  have  shown  that  he  and  his 
party  had  resisted  all  temptations  to  defeat  Reform 
which  the  divided  state  of  the  Liberal  party  placed  in 
their  way.  He  should  have  shown  .that  he  and  his 
party  had  not  eagerly  joined  in  every  combination 
against  Reform,  and  rejoiced  over  every  successive 
defeat  of  every  successive  measure  for  its  advancement. 
And  Mr.  Disraeli  personally  should  have  done  more. 
He  should  have  been  able  to  blot  for  ever  words  from 
his  own  mouth  session  after  session,  time  after  time, 
against  any  real  extension  of  franchise,  which  are  in- 
scribed on  the  immutable  tablets  of  Hansard. 

Mr.  Disraeli  wound  up  his  ingenuous  speech  by  the 
statement  that  he  thought  the  best  plan  for  proceeding 
with  the  subject  was  by  resolution,  and  he  invited  the 
House  to  co-operate  with  him  in  passing  these  resolu- 
tions, in  terms  as  'umble  as  could  have  been  employed 
by   Uriah   Heep  himself.*     When  we   contrast  the 

♦  "  And  although  we  are  not  prepared  in  any  way  to  shrink  from 
the  leading  principles  of  the  policy  that  wc  hope  may  be  sanctioned, 
we  still  believe  that  in  a  question  of  this  paramouut  importance,  if 
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almost  cringing  demeanour  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  to 
Parliament  when  he  was  in  a  minority  with  the  eon- 
tempt  he  afterwards  displayed  towards  the  same  body 
when  a  large  and  stupid  majority  allowed  him  to  play 
the  dictator,  we  have  another  proof  of  the  fiwjt  that 
those  who  in  adversity  are  the  most  abject,  are  in 
prosperity  the  most  insolent. 

When  the  Resolutions  were  put  on  the  table,  they 
were   found   to   be   of  the  most  vague  and  abstract 
character.    The  first,  for  instance,  confined  itself  to  the 
elementary  assertion  that  the  number  of  electors  for 
Iwroughs  and  towns  in  England  and  Wales  ought  to 
be  increased.     February  25  was  the  day  fixed  for  Uie 
consideration  of  these  Resolutions ;  but  when  that  day 
arrived,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  an  extraordinary  change  of 
front:  in  place  of  proposing  the  Resolutions,  he  proceeded 
to  detail  to  the  House  the  outlines  of  a  BilL     This,  of 
course,  was  altogether  different  from  his  original  plan, 
which  was  that  the  Resolutions  should  be  passed  first, 
and  a  Bill  after.    Obviously,  if  a  BiU  were  prepared  by 
the  Government,  the  Resolutions  were  unnecessary.  For 


the  House  deigns  to  co-operate  with  us  and  come  into  conncil  with 
us,  many  supgcsticms  of  great  value  will  be  made  which  may  add  to 
the  fulness  and  completion  of  the  consummation.  I  can  only  say  cm 
tlie  part  of  my  colleagues  that  those  suggestions  will  be  received  not 
merely  with  candour,  but.  if  found  to  deserve  the  acceptance  of  the 
House  and  appear  for  the  public  advantage,  they  will  be  acceptel 
with?  gratitude." — Uanmrd^  3  S.  clxxxv.  241.  Immediately  after- 
wards he  says :  "  We  shall  enter  into  the  Committee  and  avail  oc^ 
selves  of  all  that  the  learning,  the  genius,  the  experience  of  the  House 
can  suggest  for  the  s<^lution  of  this  question :  and  to  aU  we  *fha11  gire 
a  cordial  and  a  candid  deference." — Ibid,  242. 


A   PATRIOTIC  OPPOSITION.  555 

instance,  one  of  the  proposals  of  the  new  Bill  was  that  the 
franchise  in  the  towns  should  be  reduced  to  a  £6  rating 
qualification.  That  single  proposal  immediately  dis- 
posed of  no  less  than  the  first  four  of  the  Resolutions.  A 
£6  rating  franchise  increased  the  electorate,  and  there- 
fore disposed  of  the  first  Resolution,  which  laid  down 
the  abstract  proposition  that  the  number  of  the  electors 
ought  to  be  increased :  it  lowered  the  qualification,  and 
therefore  disposed  of  the  second  Resolution,  which 
simply  stated  that  the  qualifying  value  should  be 
reduced ;  it  was  founded  on  the  principle  of  rating, 
and  therefore  disposed  of  the  fourth  Resolution,  which 
simply  affirmed  that  the  qualification  should  be  based 
on  rating:  and  it  disposed  of  the  third  Resolution, 
which  stated  that  the  alterations  made  in  the  franchise 
should  not  give  any  class  a  predominatiug  influence, 
because  Mr.  Disraeli  would  have  doubtless  contended 
that  such  would  have  been  the  eflfect  of  his  proposal. 
In  the  face  of  those  facts,  it  was  monstrously  absurd 
to  proceed  simultaneously  with  the  Resolutions  and 
the  Bill.  This  was  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mi-. 
Lowe,  and  Mr.  Bright  in  succession.  But  Mr.  Disraeli 
bad  carefully  avoided  giving  any  indication  in  his 
introductory  speech  as  to  what  he  intended  to  do  with 
his  Resolutions.  Mr.  Walpole  was,  therefore,  allowed 
to  say  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  Resolutions  would 
be  an  "  utter  mistake."  •  When,  however,  it  came 
to  Mr.  Disraeli's  turn  to  make  a  reply,  he  threw  Mr. 

♦  Ihid,  976. 
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WaIpo!e  and  hia  Resolutions  at  the  same  time  over- 
board ;  professing  a  mild  desire  to  retain  a  few  of  them. 
This  was,  of  course,  a  mere  device  for  covering  bis 
retreat  The  very  next  day  he  announced  the  uncon- 
ditional withdrawal  of  all  the  Resolutions,  including 
those  he  had  professed,  on  the  previous  day,  such  an 
anxiety  to  preserve.  He  added  the  important  an- 
nouncement that  be  would  now  set  himself  to  the 
preparation  of  a  Bill,  and  would  introduce  it  in  the 
course  of  the  following  eight  or  ten  days. 

We  have  now  seen  two  acts  in  the  extraordinary 
drama  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  was  treating  the  countiy. 
We  have  seen  it  first  proposed  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  proceed  by  Resolution ;  and  this 
scheme  having  been  quietly  dropped,  the  House  it 
promised  a  Reform  Bill  with  a  £6  raUng  A'anchise. 
In  a  few  days  more  there  was  another  and  a  straogtf 
transformation . 

On  March  4  Lord  Derby  announced  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
resignation  of  Lord  Cranbome  (now  Lord  Salisbury), 
Lord  Carnarvon,  and  General  Feel.  In  the  course  of 
bis  explanation.  Lord  Derby  stated  that  the  Cabinet 
had  had  before  them  two  schemes  for  dealing  with  the 
franchise — the  one  making  a  smaller  and  the  other  > 
larger  extension  of  the  franchise.  The  former  scheme 
— the  £C  rating  proposal — was  adopted  in  deference 
to  the  objections  of  those  three  colleagues  ;  but  the 
Government  had  determined  to  recur  to  their  onginsi 
scheme,  which  had  met  the  approval  of  tbe  m^ority 
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of  the  Cabinet,  and  those  three  Ministers  had,  as  a 
consequence,  resigned.* 

Lord  Derby  was  not  very  explicit  as  to  Tvhat  was 
the  nature  of  the  original  scheme,  to  which  his 
Government  had  recurred.  It  was  soon,  however, 
known  that  it  waa  Household  Suffrage,  modified  by 
certain  compensations  ;  and  the  point  on  which  Lord 
Derby  split  with  his  three  colleagues  was  as  to  the 
value  of  these  compensations.f  In  the  opinion  of  the 
I^mier  they  were  real ;  in  that  of  his  colleagues  they 
were  Talue1ess.t  I  must  ask  the  reader  to  pay  par- 
ticular attention  to  this  laat  point.  Its  importance  is 
manifest  The  Bill  brought  in  by  Lord  Derby  was  a 
moderate  or  an  extreme  one,  according  to  whether  his 
judgment  or  that  of  his  former  colleagues  was  correct 
as  to  these  compensations.  Tbis  will  be  seen  more 
clearly  when  I  describe  what  the  proposed  com- 
pensations were. 

Thus,  then,  we  have  another  extraordioarj'  trans- 
formation in  the  plans  of  the  Government.  The  £6 
Bating  Bill,  which  had  token  the  place  of  the  aban- 
doned Resolutions,  is  now  itself  abandoned.  That 
Bill,  as  Mr.  Gladstone  pungently  put  it  afterwards 

•  im.  1284-1289. 

t  Ibid. 

X  Lord  CaniarTOD  declared  the  campcnBatJoim  in  practice  "illasoTj." 
— I>nd.  1290.  General  I'eel  eaid  that  "  a  eecurity  as  a  tecnrit;  U  of 
no  use  whatever." — Ibid.  1347.  "The  idea,"  eaid  Lord  Cranburne, 
*■ .  .  .  wu  to  give  an  cnfrancliiBcnient  with  a  certain  compensation 
oc  oonDterpolse.  ...  On  the  Sunday  evening  I  come  to  the  concluaion 
thkt  .  .  .  the  figures  .  .  .  would  scarcely  operate,  practically  other. 
WiM  tluw  M  a  hooBchold  soffrage."— 7Mtf.  1349. 
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"  was  bom  and  died  on  Monday  eveaing,  the  S5Ui  of 
February."* 

Mr.  Disraeli  gave  the  House  of  Commons  two  ex- 
positions of  the  Ministerial  change.  In  the  first,  be 
merely  said  a  few  formal  words,  in  which  nothing 
calls  for  comment  except  the  fact  that  he  expressed 
regret  for  the  loss  of  but  one  of  bis  three  coUeagaea ; 
and  that  colleague  was  not  Lord  Cranbome  (now 
Marquis  of  Salisbury),  nor  the  Earl  of  CamarvoL 
This  was  on  March  4. 

On  March  5,  the  day  following,  he  entered  into  the 
second  and  more  detailed  history  of  the  reasons  why 
the  £6  Bating  Bill  had  been  abandoned.  The  expla- 
nation he  gave,  the  reader  will  be  prepared  to  knov, 
was  rather  stiunge,  and  did  not  well  bear  the  exami- 
nation  to  which  it  was  afterwards  subjected.  The 
reasons  for  abandoning  the  Bill,  which  Mr.  Dlstaeli  gave, 
were  three.  First,  Lord  Derby  and  he  bad  learned  thit 
the  Bill  was  not  acceptable  to  the  House  of  Commou 
generally.  But  how,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  bad  not  even  been  printed,  did  Lord  Derby  and 
Mr.  Disraeli  learn  that  it  was  not  acceptable  to  the 
House  of  Commons  generally  ?  The  second  reason  wu 
that  the  Bill  was  found  to  be  particularly  objectionable 
to  the  Tory  jiarty.  But  as  they,  any  more  than  the 
Liberals,  had  not  had  the  opportuoity  of  seeing  the  Bill 
in  print,  it  was  hard  to  understand  how  they  conU 
have  so  readily  condemned  the  measure ;  and  would 
they  have  found  a  £G  Bating  Bill  objectionable  if  they 
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knew  that  it  was  the  alternative  of  a  Bill  founded 
on  a  household  franchise  ?  Finally,  the  third  reason 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  offered  was  that  the  Ministry  had 
been  informed  that  at  a  meeting  in  Mr,  Gladstone's 
house  the  Liberal  party  had  agreed  to  accept  no  Bill 
which  did  not  reduce  the  franchise  to  a  £5  rating ; 
but  this  reason  was  even  worse  than  the  other  two. 
As  Mr.  Gladstone  afterwards  stated,  no  such  resolu- 
tion had  been  adopted  by  the  Liberals  at  the  meeting 
alluded  to ;  and  in  fact  the  question  of  a  £5  rating 
bad  practically  not  been  referred  to  at  all.* 

And  thus  we  see  that  this  explanation  of  a  revo> 
lutionary  change  in  the  plan  of  a  Ministry  in  dealing 
with  a  question  so  great  as  the  representation  of  the 
people  was  justified  by  reasons  of  which  two  were  open 
to  considerable  doubt,  and  the  third  was  haaed  on  a 
rumour  that  turned  out  to  be  completely  unfounded  I 

On  May  18,  Mr.  Disraeli  laid  before  the  House  the 
great  and  final  measure  of  the  Government  Its  main 
and  essential  feature  was  that  it  gave  a  vote  to  every- 

*  ThU  gtatcmcnt  aliont  ttii.'  meeting  at  Mr.  Glndstonu'a  was  at  once 
Teoeived  by  the  0[>i>o<itic)ii  with  cries  of  "  No,  no  I  "  Mr.  Disraoli 
endeavoured  to  retrieve  his  iiusition  bj  saying  that  that  was  the 
iuformation  which  had  reached  him  and  his  colleagues.  "  I'robably," 
he  went  on  to  say,  "  it  was  not  accurate,  and  much  of  the  in  formal  ion 
which  reaches  you  about  us  is  equally  unauthentic." — llaiuard.clxxxt. 
1343.  Mr.  Gladstone  gave  a  very  cruahing  rejoinder  to  this  attempt  of 
Ur.  Disraeli  to  escape  from  his  ililBculty  :  "  The  rij^ht  hon.  Gentle* 
man  says  that  if  he  has  receivoil  inaccurate  iiiformution,  we  also  are 
subject  to  the  like  misfortune.  That  miiy  be  so,  but  the  difference 
ia  this— we  do  not  found  oitr  statcmcutH  in  P.irliament  upon  it,  nor 
do  we,  upon  inaccurate  iotormation,  base  deciaioiis  of  vital  conse- 
quence ID  mattcra  of  public  policy.  .  .  .  ." — Ibid.  13S6. 
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body  in  Engl&nd  and  Wales  who  was  ilie  occapier  of 
a  house.  Id  other  words,  the  chief  epokesman  of  the 
Tory  party,  which  had  always  opposed  a  reduction 
of  the  franchise,  reduced  it  to  an  extent  infinitely 
beyond  any  contemplated  by  even  the  most  Liberal 
Mioistry  that  had  yet  been  in  office.  To  this 
stupendous  desertion  of  priociple  it  is  only  necessary 
to  point;  comment  would  only  weaken  the  effect  of 
the  mere  statement  of  fact.  Nor  need  I  more  than 
make  a  passing  observation  on  the  essential  difference 
between  this  surrender  of  principle  by  Mr.  Disraeli, 
and  that  surrender  of  principle  by  Peel  in  1846,  on 
the  denunciation  of  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  laid  the 
foundation  of  his  future  greatnesa.  It  was  not,  «g 
Mr.  Disraeli  himself  was  careful  to  inform  the  House,— 
it  was  not  upon  the  question  of  Free  Trade  and  Pro- 
tection, pure  and  simple,  that  Peel  had  succeeded  in 
ousting  Lord  John  Russell  from  office.  The  Com  Lav 
and  the  Tariff  of  1842  went  almost  as  far  in  a  Free- 
Trade  direction  as  Russell  would  have  been  willing  tt 
that  period  to  advance.  In  Mr.  Disraeli's  case,  on  tlie 
contrary,  he  had  succeeded  to  office  distinctly  on  this 
question  of  the  franchise.  And,  again.  Peel's  surrender 
of  Protection  was  deferred  for  five  years  after  his  rise 
to  power,  and  did  not  take  place  on  the  very  morro* 
of  the  day  on  which  he  had  succeeded  in  overthrowing 
a  Free-Trade  Ministry.  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposal  of  » 
revolutionary  reduction  in  the  franchise,  on  the  con- 
trary, followed,  without  the  interval  of  even  a  single 
session,  on  his  defeat  of  a  Ministry  which  proposed  i 
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modeiBte  reduction  of  Uie  franchise.  On  ever;  occasion 
up  to  1874,  on  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  attained  pover, 
he  waa  guilty  of  a  completer  and  more  eadden  act  of 
tei^versation  than  that  of  the  Minister  whom  he  had 
denounced  and  dethroned. 

I  have  said  that  the  main  proposal  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
Bill  waa  that  there  should  be  household  sufirage.  He 
saddled  this  proposal,  however,  with  conditions  which, 
if  retained,  would  have  to  a  considerahle  extent 
destroyed  its  effect.  To  those  conditions  I  call  par- 
ticular attention.  They  are  the  compensations  which 
did  in  the  opinion  of  Lord  Derby,  and  did  not  in  that 
of  Lords  Cranbome  and  Carnarvon,  and  General 
Peel,  so  neutralise  the  baais  of  household  suSrage  aa 
to  make  the  measure  moderate,  in  place  of  extreme. 
Moreover,  these  conditions,  the  reader  wiU  find,  are 
not  merely  qualifying  features  of  the  Bill,  but  are  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Bill  itself. 

One  of  the  provisions  of  the  measure  was  dual 
voting.  There  were  also,  in  addition  to  the  household 
franchise,  a  number  of  what  are  called  "  fancy  fran- 
chises." For  instance,  everybody  who  paid  208.  yearly  * 
in  direct  taxation  was  entitled  to  a  vote  ;  so  was  any 
person  who  had  £50  in  the  funds  or  a  savings  bank;  t 
and  there  was  also  an  educational  qualification.  {  It 
will  be  seen  at  once  how  the  clause  upon  dual  voting 
would  act.  A  householder  who  paid  20«.  yearly  in 
direct  taxation  would  under  the  dual  voting  system 

■  Huisard,  clzxztl  17.  %  Ibid. 

t  Itid.  IS. 
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h&ve  one  vote  as  a  householder  and  a  second  vote  as 
paying  this  direct  tax.  In  other  words,  as  Mr,  Gladstone 
put  it  afterwards,  a  person  could  purchase  an  additicmal 
vote  upon  payment  of  20s.  yearly.* 

But  ridiculous  as  was  this  proposal  of  dual  voting, 
and  liable  as  it  was  to  produce  the  most  extraordinaiy 
injustices  in  operation,  there  was  another  provision  of 
the  Bill  which  was  even  more  ridiculous,  and  which 
would  have  produced  more  unjust  and  absurd  con- 
sequences. In  the  'course  of  his  speech  Mr,  Disraeli 
made  the  statement  that  in  the  previous  session 
the  House  of  Commons  "had  asserted  a  principle 
with  regard  to  the  borough  franchise ; "  f  or,  as  he  put 
it  a  few  moments  afterwards,  "a  great  decision  was 
arrived  at  by  the  unerring  instinct  of  the  House,"  J 
This  great  decision,  arrived  at  by  the  "  unerring  in- 
stinct" of  the  House,  Mr.  Disraeli  described  to  be  that 
a  vote  should  be  gi-anted  to  those  only  who  were  rated 
to  the  poor,  and  who  themselves  paid  their  rates.  || 

Now  what  will  the  reader  think  when  he  finds  that 

*  Ibid.  41-2.  "  Bat,"  aaid  Mr.  Otadstone,  "  when  the  right  hon. 
GEntleman  proposes  a  fnuichise  not  onl;  for  inoome  tax,  but  for 
adneased  taxes,  I  declare,  and  I  will  show — and  not  1  alone,  but  all  wbo 
take  the  pains  to  consider  the  subject — that  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  simplj  eqaivalcntto  a  proclamation  to  erery  man 
with  a  purse  in  his  pocket  that  he  may  make  votes  on  any  scale  he 
pleases  for  20«.  a  year.  A  man  who  chooses  to  dab  alittle  hair-powder 
on  his  hGa<l  is  liable  t«  pa;  23/.  a  year.  A  man  who  chooses  to  pay  the 
Berrants*  tax  may  hare  the  Tot^i.  A  man  who  chooses  to  hand  aboat, 
not  the  body,  but  the  property,  of  a  miserable  three-legged  jade  may 
qualify  36ri  persons  with  a  aingle  horse  that  tnaj  not  perhaps  haTC 
cost  him  £3." 

t  mi.  9.  X  Ibid.  10.  Ibid. 
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this  great  decision,  arrived  at  by  the  "  unerring  instinct " 
of  the  House,  had  not  been  arrived  at  by  the  House  at 
all  ?  The  allusion  of  Mr.  Disraeli  evidently  was  to  the 
amendment  of  Lord  Bunkellin,  the  carrying  of  which 
by  a  majority  of  eleven  had  overthrown  the  Russell 
Ministry.  But  what  was  the  nature  of  that  amend- 
ment ?  It  was  not  that  a  man  should  be  rated  to  the 
jioor  and  should  himself  pay  his  rates.  It  was  that 
the  qualification  to  the  vote  should  depend  on  the 
rating,  and  not  the  rental  value  of  a  house ;  baking  do 
notice  whatever  of  the  fact  whether  the  occupant 
himself  was  rated,  or  himself  paid  his  rates.*  And, 
moreover,  Mr.  Gladstone  had  pointed  out,  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  in  the  previous  session  on  tliis  amend- 


*  7fru{.29-30.  "AndtheTi|;hthon.Clentleman,"BaidMr.01ad«tone, 
"  says  tbat  latt  Bummer  thu  House  of  CiimmuDti,  b;  iu  Ducrriiig 
inntiiict,  anil  withijut  Iciinwint;  it,  esUblialiud  thin  (rrcat  |>rinciple  o( 
ratinj;.  And  how  did  it  eatablish  it  ?  .  .  .  .  Whj,  Sa,  the  right  hon. 
Qeollcmao  uajB  it  wna  dooe  by  adopting  the  Motion  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Oalway  (Ijird  Uunltelliii).  the  effect  of 
n-hicb  wan  that  tbe  basis  of  tbe  franchise  wiw  lj>  be  found  in  admitting 
tu  the  coQBtitucucies  only  men  who  were  rated  to  the  relief  uf  the  poor 
and  who  paid  their  rate»  These  are  the  two  columns  of  the  Cuneti- 
tutiuD,"  said  Mr.  GlodHtonc,  "  and  these  two  columns  ware  built  up  on 
the  night  when  my  noble  Frieud  succeeded  in  defeating  the  meaiiure 
of  Ihc  (iovcrnmcut.  Well,  tiir,  I  go  luick  t^  the  Motion  of  my  noble 
'  Friend  the  Member  for  Galway,  and  I  aflirm  ibat  it  bad  no  more  to  do 
with  cither  the  one  or  the  other  of  those  columns  of  the  Constitution 
Ulan  elialk  ba«  Ui  do  with  cht.■e^<c.  Die  Motion  of  the  noble  Member 
for  Oalwa;  ximply  provided  that  the  pecuniiiry  measure  of  the  fran- 
chise should  be  founded  u|)oti  micable  value  ioxtead  of  gross  estimated 
rental.  It  was  perfectly  indifferent,  as  far  as  that  motion  was  con- 
cerned, whether  a  man  were  rated  or  not.  and  whether  he  paid  hia 
r»l«H  or  not;  and  under  the  terms  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  1 
would  undertake  U>  get  rid  completely  of  all  pcraouiU  liaMlity  to 
lating  uid  oUigation  lu  pay  raies." 
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ment  of  Lord  Duakellin's,  the  limits  of  its  eflect.  He 
had  said  that  if  the  amendment  vere  to  meao  that 
the  occupant  should  be  rated  to  the  poor,  and  pay 
his  rates  himself,  it  would  require  enlargement.  As 
it  stood,  however,  it  simply  made  the  franchise  de- 
pendent on  the  rateable  and  not  the  rental  value  of 
the  house.' 

I  have  now  shown  how  utterly  incorrect  Mr. 
Disraeli  was  in  putting  forward  a  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  as  giving  authority  for  his  pro- 
posal. Let  us  now  see  what  the  effect  of  his  propossl 
would  be.  His  proposition  was  that  nobody  should 
have  a  vote  unless  he  himself  were  rated  for  the  poor, 
and  he  himself  paid  the  rates.  According  to  Mr. 
Disraeli  himself,  the  effect  would  be  to  disfranchise 
nearly  five-sevenths  of  the  householders  of  Englandf 
And  so  a  measure  which  professed  to  give  a  vote 
to  all  the  householders  of  England,  came,  by  this 
rating  regulation,  to  give  it  to  less  than  one-third  of 
them.  Here  is  how  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposal  produced 
such  an  extraordinary  result  In  a  large  number 
of  boroughs,  the  rates  were  paid,  not  by  the  tenaut, 
hut  by  the  landlord.  This  mode  of  collection  was 
established  by  a  statute  known  as  the  Small  Tene- 
ments Act.  The  reason  of  this  enactment  was  the 
obvious  one  that  the  collection  of  rates  from  the  many 
and  generally  speaking  poor  tenants  would  have  been 

•  Ihid.  30. 

f  Ihid.  i  1-12.  Hii  calcalation  was  that  Uiere  were  237,000  pentM* 
rated  and  paid  their  rates ;  those  would  receive  rotes  ;  while  486/nO 
householders,  not  payiDg  their  rates  personaU;,  would  not. 
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a  much  more  expensive  process  than  their  collection 
from  the  single  and  in  most  cases  wealthier  landlord. 
The  rating  which  the  landlord  paid  was  of  course  added 
to  the  rent  which  he  charged.  The  Small  Tenements 
Act  applied,  according  to  Mr.  Disraeli  himself,  to  fifty- 
eight  boroughs  entirely.and  to  portions  of  ninety  more.* 
The  householder  who  thus  paid  his  rates,  not  personally, 
but  indirectly  through  his  landlord,  came  to  be  known 
as  the  compound  householder.  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposal 
gave  the  vote  to  the  householderVho  paid  directly ; 
it  took  it  away  from  the  householder  who  pud  the 
rate  through  bis  landlord.  In  other  words,  it  dis- 
franchised all  the  compound  householders  in  E^ngland 
and  Wales!  And  aa  this  proposal  came  to  be  more 
thoroughly  sifted  in  its  details,  it  was  found  to  in- 
volve consequences  even  more  monstrously  absurdL 
It  was  shown  afterwards  that,  owing  to  local  Acts, 
the  registration  of  compound  occupiers  varied  in 
parishes  even  side  by  side  with  each  other.  Thus, 
to  take  the  remarkable  instance  pointed  out  by  Mr. 
Gladstone,  5,781  compound  houBeholders  were  placed 
on  the  parliamentary  registry  in  the  borough  of 
Lambeth,  while  in  the  neighbouring  borough  of  St. 
Giles,  only  five  compound  householders  out  of  4,921 
tenements,  at  and  above  £10  rental,  were  on  the 
registry.!  And  thus  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposal  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  five  householders  a  vote  in 
St.  Giles,  Camberwell,  and  nearly  6,000  a  vote  in 
Lambeth.  There  were  many  other  sbange  results 
•  Ibid.  12.  t  liii-  9^- 
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iDvolvcd  in  connection  with  Mr.  Disraeli's  extra- 
ordinary bill,  whicli  I  cannot  stop  to  go  into.  Let 
me  pass  on  to  Mr.  Disraeli's  proposal  for  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  county  franchise.  In 
approaching  this  question  he  had  also  before  him  a 
great  decision  to  which  the  "  unerring  instinct "  of  the 
House  had  led  it  in  the  previous  session.  While  Lord 
Dunkellin'a  amendment  in  favour  of  rating  ag^ust 
rental  value  in  boroughs  had  been  carried,  a  similar 
amendment,  proposed  by  Sir  Rainald  Enightley,  in 
favour  of  rating  instead  of  a  rental  value  in  the 
counties,  had  been  rejected.  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  found 
one  great  decision  arrived  at  by  the  "  unerring  in- 
stinct" of  the  House  as  sacredly  binding,  treated  the 
second  great  decision,  made  by  the  same  "  unerring 
instinct,"  as  having  no  importance  whatever.  Accord- 
ingly, he  threw  overboard  the  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  county  franchise,  and  proposed  a 
£15  fi'anchise  in  counties,  founded  on  a  rating  value." 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who  rose  immediately  after  Ur. 
Disraeli,  announced  open  war  against  the  absurd  and 
unjust  restrictions  with  which  Mr.  Disraeli  sought  to 

•  Xhid.  20'21.  It  almost  takes  one's  brenth  nwaj  to  read  the  auda- 
cious miKrepresentJitioiia  in  which  Mr.  Disrneli  venlnrcd  to  indulge  in 
Tefere[i(-u  to  this  vote  on  the  count;  fntDchi»e.  He  described  the  Totc 
M"bnmght  on  in  »  languid  House,"  amid  ominous  cries  of  '-Oh, 
oh  I "  from  the  Opposition.  Then  he  substituted  "ia  a  rery  thin 
Houw."  This  proToltoil  another  burst  of  exclamatoiy  scepticismi,  nad 
acconliuply  Mr.  IMmaeli  endcaToured  to  change  his  ground.  "//  inri 
rfseirffrf,  I  grant,  in  a  wry/all  iZouM."— Han.'sard,  clxiivt  20.  This. 
of  course,  was  the  point  at  issue.  The  importance  of  the  dociaion  of 
the  Bouse  obviously  depended,  not  on  the  number  of  people  wbo  treK 
present  when  the  discusiuoa  liegun,  but  npou  the  number  who  Toted. 
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load  his  measure.  To  the  dual  vote,  Mr.  Gladstone 
would  give  hia  "  implacable  hostility ; "  •  indeed,  that 
proposal  he  described  as  "dead  already ;"t  and,  the 
other  checks  were  dismissed  with  equally  contemptuous 
disapproval.  Mr.  Gladstone  summarised  their  ikte  ia 
a  single  significant  word :  they  should,  he  said,  "  go."  % 

This  was  assuredly  a  strange,  not  to  say  unpre- 
cedented announcement  by  the  leader  of  an  Opposition 
with  regard  to  a  Govei-nment  measure.  It  meant  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Ministry  was  to  'be  so  utterly  trans- 
formed, as  to  be  essentially  different  from  its  original 
shape;  and  that  this  was  to  he  done  in  obedience  to 
the  wishes  of  the  party  out  of  office.  In  other  words, 
it  was  a  complete  reverse  of  the  old  constitutional 
doctrine  that  the  party  in  power  should  also  represent 
the  principles  which  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  approved. 

And  the  House  of  Commons  recognized  this  strange 
revolution  in  the  ordinary  state  of  parliamentary 
affairs.  Was  Mr.  Disraeli,  the  man  in  power,  going  to 
resist  or  yield  to  those  imperious  demands  of  Mr. 
Gladstone,  the  man  out  of  office  ?  This  was  a  point 
on  which  Lord  Cranborne  (now  the  Marquis  of 
Salisbury)  was  particularly  anxious  to  be  informed. 
As  he  justly  said,  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  would  be 
quite  different  from  a  Bill  modified  according  to  Mr. 
Gladstone's  dictetton.  If  modified  as  Mr.  Gladstone 
demanded,  the  Bill  would  establish  household  suffrage 
pure  and  simple;  and  this  was  a  proposition  which 
•  Ihid.  *l.  +  Ibid.  **.  t  Ibid. 
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Lord  Cmnbome  expected  to  see  met  \tj  "9.  firm — I 
might  almost  say  indignant  refusaL"  "Just  think  for 
a  moment,"  went  on  his  lordship,  "  of  the  figure  tliey ' 
— the  Government— "  would  assume,  the  aspect  they 
would  wear  iu  the  eyes  of  their  counbymen,  if,  after 
all  we  did  last  year,  they  became  the  inBtrnments  of 
engrafting  household  suffrage  pure  and  simple  apon 
the  constitution  of  Uiis  country."*  Lord  Cranbonie 
might  have  added,  that,  in  addition  to  the  general 
breach  of  principle  which  would  be  involved  in  Buch 
action  by  the  Minbtry,  there  would  be  the  breach  of  a 
particular  and  recent  engagement  to  himself  and  the 
two  other  gentlemen  who  had  left  the  Ministry.  They 
had  been,  as  I  have  already  remarked,  given  distinctly 
to  understaod  that  the  Ministry  would  stand  by  the 
checks,  which  would  make  household  suffirage  a  re- 
stricted instead  of  a  revolutionary  reduction  of  the 
fianchise. 

I  need  not  weary  the  reader  with  any  details  as  to 
what  followed  He  by  this  time,  probably,  is  sufficiently 
familiar  with  Mr.  Disraeli's  line  of  ministerial  conduct 
to  anticipate  the  result.  He  will  not,  therefor^  be 
surprised  to  bear  that  Mr.  Disraeli  sacrificed  practi- 
cally every  one  of  the  checks  upon  household  suffrage 
to  which  the  Liberal  party  was  opposed.  The  mua 
principle  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  Bill  was  that  no  householder 
should  have  a  vote  who  did  not  personally  pay  his 
rates  to  the  poor ;  and  the  effect  of  this,  as  I  have  shown, 
would  be  to  practically  disfranchise  the  whole  body 

■  llni.  Sl-E. 
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of  compound  householders.  An  ftmendment  was  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  which  provided  that  the 
occupier,  ia  future,  instead  of  the  landlord,  should  be 
rated  for  personal  rates.  The  amendment,  in  other 
words,  by  abolishing  the  arrangement  by  which  the 
landlord  paid  the  rates  in  place  of  the  occupier, 
abolished  what  was  called  the  compound  householder, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  the  compound  bouBeholder'a 
disfranchisement.  To  the  amazement  of  all  sides  of  the 
House,  Mr.  Disraeli  gave  his  "cordial  acquiescence"* 
to  this  revolutionary  change  in  his  measure,  and, 
indeed,  was  so  eager  in  his  welcome  of  the  amend' 
ment  that  he  proposed  to  accept  it  almost  with- 
out further  discussion.  Lord  Cranbome,  however, 
strongly  protested  against  "a  change  which  involves 
the  certain  admission,  instead  of  the  contingent  and 
doubtful  admission,  of  some  500,000  people  to  the 
franchise,"  "without  giving  to  the  House  and  the 
country  more  than  three  hours,  at  least,  to  think  over 
the  alteration  proposed."  t  Mr.  Disraeli  consented, 
in  answer  to  this  vigorous  protest,  to  postpone  the 
final  settlement  of  the  point;  but  he  ultimately 
accepted  Mr.  Hodgkinson 's  proposal,  slightly  varied  in 
unimportant  details. 

The  dual  vote  was  abandoned  even  more  readily, 
and  Mr.  Gladstone's  statement  that  it  was  dead  the 
vary  evening  it  was  bom,  turned  out  correct :  the 
dual  vote  was  surrendered  before  the  bill  was  read  a 
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second  time,  Mr.  Disraeli  pronouncing  its  epitaph 
with  the  calm  observation  that  he  had  hoped  that 
some  stray  philosopher  would  have  risen  to  say  some- 
thing in  it^  behalf,  and  "lent  dignity  to  our  forlorn 
position."*  Again,  Mr.  M'Cull^h  Torrens  proposed 
a  resolution  establishing  the  lodger  franchise.  This 
wa.<t  a  proposal  at  utter  variance  with  what  Mr. 
Disraeli  stated  was  the  central  principle  of  hia  Bill, — 
the  great  principle  which  the  House,  with  "  unerring 
instinct,"  had  arrived  at  in  the  previous  session,  and 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  felt  bound  to  follow  in  his  nev 
Bill.  Mr.  Disraeli  insisted  that  nobody  should  have  a 
vote  unless  he  was  rated  to  the  poor  and  paid  his  rates. 
But  the  lodger,  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  point  out,  is 
not  rated  to  the  poor,  and  does  not  pay  his  rates.  Mr. 
Disraeli,  notwithstanding,  accepted  Mr.  M'CuUagh 
Torrens'  proposal,  and  promised  himself  to  bring  in  a 
clause  embodying  it.  He  lowered  the  county  quah- 
fication  from  £15  to  £12.  He  abandoned  the  two 
fancy  franchises — the  educational  and  the  pecuniary — 
without  even  going  to  a  division.  He  abandoned  the 
clause  allowing  the  use  of  voting  papers,  although 
he  declared  it  "founded  on  truth  and  justice; "and 
he  abandoned  the  proposal  to  join  the  University  of 
Durham  with  that  of  London  in  electing  a  member. 
Finally,  after  he  had  strongly  condemned  and  suc- 
ceeded in  defeating  the  motion  of  Mr.  Laing.t  to  m%  i 

*  J*W.  cUxiri.  663. 

I  "  I  believe,"  said  Mr.  Disraeli,  "  that  the  tendency  at  our  modmi 
ci»iliEation  ia  ratber  to  reduce  than  to  increase  the  namb«r  rA  repre. 
-*-TB  of  lai^  towns." — Ibid,  cluxrii.  1960.     Befeiring  to  the 
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third  member  to  towns  with  over  150,000  inhabitants, 
'  Mr.  Diaraeli  accepted  the  almost  identical  proposition 
to  give  an  additional  member  to  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
and  Birmingham,  although  he  had  allowed  a  subor- 
dinate to  vehemently  denounce  the  proposal  in  an 
earlier  part  of  the  evening.* 

On  the  third  reading,  this  succeasive  surrender, 
one  afler  another,  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  until 
it  became  utterly  transformed  from  its  onginal  shape, 
was  sharply  attacked  by  Lord  Cranbome,  The 
Doble  lord  pointed  out  that  every  single  one  of  the 
alterations  demanded  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  Bill 
had  been  made;  denounced  thb  acceptance  of  a  de- 
mocratic measure  by  men  who  had  always  professed 
to  be  the  opponents  of  democracy ;  and  in  a  fine 
peroration,  described  Mr.  Disraeli's  conduct  as  "a 
policy  of  legerdemain,"  and  as  involving  a  political 
betrayal  which  had  no  parallel  iu  our  parliamentary 
annakt 

particulnr  cam  of  Mnncbestcr.  be  said,  "  I  believe  that  two  Members 
for  Honcbeater  will  do  their  buaJness  much  better  than  a  lai^er 
liamber."~/ftul.  19E9. 

*  Hr.  Adderlcy  (now  Lord  Norton),  npenldng  on  the  part  of  the 
OoTeroTDent  on  thi-i  fjuofltion,  said  Ihat  "  if  they  accepted  tbe 
principle  involved  in  tbia  clause,  thcj  would  adopt  a  total  innovation 

npon  an  old-cstabli^ihed  principle  of   our   representation It 

was  the  introduction  of  tbe  American  principle  of  representation  b; 
nnmbers,  and  an  abandonment  of  the  Riigliali  principle  of  representa- 
tion of  pUcex.  ....  The  new  principle  would  degrade  tbe  functions 

of  tbe  members  of  that  House " — Ibid,  cluxviii.  811.     It 

would  "  turn  the  mombera  themnelTes  into  mere  counters,  and  degrade 
the  principle  of  a  deliberative  asiembly." — Ibid,  817. 

+  I  append  some  of  the  principal  passngcs  from  this  vigomtia 
speech.  "  I  sec  with  enormous  astonishment  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  is  spoken  of  as  a  Conservative  triumph I  wish  to  know 
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I  nooil  nnt  pauHc  to  quote  the  speeches  of  some  other 
<'.iTis<ivativ(?  nii-mUirs  who  protested  ag&inst  the 
iK'trayiil  liy  a  Cuiisorvative  Government  of  Conserva- 
tivf  j.ririuij.lt'M  ;  nor  need  I  make  any  further  reference 
to  Mr.  DiMiicli's  ivjily  than  that  he  repeated  some  ol 
liiis  most  iKit'irioiisly  inaccurate  statements,  and  that, 
in  fact,  he  "  brazened  "  the  thing  out.     Suffice  it  to 

wli.'UiiT  1lii«  Itill,  n^  U  treiiorally  flupponed,  is  esdUBivelr  the  off- 
•.|piiii;;  I  if  I  III'  (i.iviTiiimTit,  or  whether  the  riirht  hon.  Gentlemui  tbe 
Mriiil«T  f'T  Suiih  I..miiiHhiro  (Mr.  Glatlslone)  has  not  had  some- 
ihiii;.'  [<i  ili^  with  II,  it  hv  linn,  it  follows  an  an  indisputable  asiom 
Uiiit  il  tiiiiii..t  Ik-  :i  I'miMTVutivo  triiiiniih.  Now  I  Leartl  the  demanda 
wLii'li  till'  riL-ht  liiiii.  (ii'titlfninii  the  Mtmbcr  for  South  Laneashin 
mna,' <»i  iIk-s,v,.ii<1  r.'a<liiiir„f  the  Bill.  .  .  .  Most  of  tUe  Hcmben  on 
[(li-i  ■.!,!,■  i.f  tlii-Hiiii<c  wliii  biiunl  tlie  speech  made  hj  the  right  hon. 
(;['iiili'ni;iTi  oTi  llini  ixM'ii»iii>n,  th'nixht  that  It  waa  icDperioos  in  iti 
totii',  nnil  I  liii  iiiii  cU'ii;  that  there  wan  a  Htringene;  in  the  tanjiii^e 
i'ii]|>U)Vi  >1  u'liii'li  i'>>iilil  only  liave  been  justified  by  the  character  of 
ililresMd.     ImperioiiH 


A  PATRIOTIC  OPPOSITION'.  573 

quote  as  a  specimen  the  one  statement  that  this 
revolutionary  measure  of  Reform  embodied  "the 
chief  principles  of  the  policy  which  we  *' — the  Con- 

which  we  are  now  concluding,  the  battle  which  you  (the  Opposition) 
have  now  won,  was  begun  in  the  year  1852,  when  Lord  Derby 
declared  himself  the  bulwark  against  the  adyance  of  democracy. 
From  that  time  forward  his  party  took  their  tone,  on  all  occasions, 
from  their  Leader's  declaration.  It  was  the  natural  attitude  which 
they  should  assume,  the  consistent  course  which  they  should  pursue 
on  every  occasion,  that  they  should  struggle  to  resist  any  further 
encroachments  upon  the  limits  prescribed  by  the  Act  of  1832.  In 
the  year  1859,  after  resisting  time  after  time  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baines)  and  other  hon.  Members,  they 
brought  forward  a  Bill  with  the  avowed  intention  of  withstanding 
any  further  inroad  upon  the  borough  constituency.  In  the  year  1860 
they  strenuously  opposed  the  proposal  of  Lord  Palmerston  to  the 
lame  effect.  And  so  it  went  on ;  and  this  is  the  end  of  it — ^this  is 
the  ignominious  conclusion — that  Lord  Derby's  Goyernment — the 
Tory  Qovernment — ^the  Government  of  those  Statesmen  who  prompted 
and  encouraged  that  steadfast  resistance,  should  in  the  end  have  pro- 
posed a  change  far  more  sweeping  and  extensive  than  any  man  had 
before  submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons.  Of  all  the  strange  and 
mysterious  marvels  which  we  have  seen  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  the  one  which  has  been  to  me  the  most  strange  is  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
in  this  House  and  elsewhere  denied  that  he  and  his  party  have 
changed  their  opinions.  Why,  Sir,  when  I  remember  last  year  .... 
when  I  remember  what  we  all  consulted  together  about  last  year, 
what  we  all  desired  together  to  do,  what  we  were  urged  to  do  by  our 
Leaders,  what  was  the  watchword  between  man  and  man,  and  when 
we  all  met  together  what  was  the  common  object  which  we  all  agreed 
in  promoting,  I  am  surprised  that,  after  so  short  an  interval  of  time 
has  elapsed,  they  venture  to  say  that  they  have  not  changed  their 
opinions.  I  can  only  say  that  I  was  closely  acquainted  with  the 
movements  of  last  year,  and  I  heard  all  the  exhortations  which  were 
addressed  to  us  ... .  and  when  such  a  statement  is  made  I  feel  bound 
in  my  own  defence  to  relieve  myself  of  the  charge  of  seeming  factious- 
ness, by  making  this  statement,  that  never,  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  this  campaign,  was  a  word  hinted  that  could  lead  us  to  believe 
that  Lord  Derby  and  the  Conservative  Leaders  would  have  brought 
in  a  measure  more  extreme  ini  the  way  of  enfranchisement  than 
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ficrvative  leaders — "  have  professed,  afid  that  we  Iiave 
always  advocated  " !  * 

tlie  right  hon.  Ocatlemsn  the  Member  for  SoaUi  Lancashire  (lb. 
tiladstoiie).  If.  aa  bo  seems  aometimea  to  have  intimated,  llw 
Chancellor  of  the  BzcUcquer  had  any  anch  scheme  in  hii  breast,  t 
can  only  say  that  be  covered  it  with  an  impenetrable  Teil — with  ( 
aik'ncv  that  tvo-s  undoub(c<t]y  most  judicious,  because  if  the  leut 
hint  hail  f<capud  him  of  what  be  intended  to  do,  he  never  would 
have  gainod,  on  the  18tb  of  June,  that  majority  which  placed  him  in 
power.  ....  After  all,  our  theory  of  govemmenl  is  not  thai  i 
ccHnin  number  of  iitatentDcn  Hhoutd  ])lace  themselTes  in  office  and 
do  whatever  the  Honse  of  Commons  bids  them.  Onr  theory  of 
government  is,  that  on  each  side  of  the  House,  there  should  be  mai 
•iipportiiig  dcflnile  opinions,  and  that  what  they  hate  supported  in 
oppusitiiHi  they  should  adhere  to  in  office ;  and  that  every  one  shoold 
know,  from  the  fact  of  their  being  in  office,  that  those  partirulir 
opinions  will  be  supixirtcd.  If  yon  reverse  that,  and  declare  thit, 
no  matter  what  a  man  has  mipported  in  opposition,  the  uoment  he 
gets  into  office  it  shall  be  open  to  him  to  reverse  and  repudiate  it 
all.  vim  [iracticnlly  destroy  the  whole  basis  on  which  onr  fonn  of 
fiovernmcnt  Teats,  and  you  make  the  House  of  Commons  a  mert 
si'rambling  place  for  office.  Yoa  practically  banish  all  honourable 
men  from  the  political  arena,  and  you  will  find,  in  the  long  rau, 
that  the  lime  will  come  when  your  statesmen  will  become  nothing 
but  political  adventurers  ;  and  that  professions  of  opinion  will  he 
lookcil   upon  as  so  many  political   manosurres  for  the  purpoa;  A 

BtlaininB  office I   entreat   hon.  Gentlemen   opposite  me  not 

to  believe  that  mj  feelings  on  this  subject  ore  dictated  simply  by  my 
hostility  to  this  particular  measure,  though  I  object  to  it  mc«t 
ulroiiirly.  aa  the  House  is  aware.  But  even  if  I  took  a  contrary  view 
—if  I  deemed  it  to  be  most  advanti^cous,  I  still  should  deeply  regret 
that  the  position  of  the  Executive  should  have  been  so  degraded  m 
it  has  been  it  the  present  Session ;  I  sbnuld  deeply  regret  to  find 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  applauded  a  policy  of  legerdemain  : 
and  I  should,  above  all  things,  regret  that  this  great  gift  to  Uie 
people — if  (jft  you  think  it — should  have  been  purchased  at  the  cc« 
of  a  political  betrayal  which  has  no  parallel  in  our  Parliamentary 
annalK,  which  strikes  at  the  root  of  all  that  mutual  conGilence  whifh 
is  the  very  soul  of  .our  party  Government,  and  on  which  only  the 
slrcngth  and  fruuilom  of  our  representative  institutions  can  be  9^ 
taineil."— 7/ii»Mni,  3  8.  cluiriii.  162T— 1639. 
•  md.  1611.  . 
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After  Parliament  had  separated,  the  couotry  waa 
treated  to  another  lengthy  and  elaborate  explanation 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  antion.  On  October  29  he  was  enter- 
tained at  a  banquet  in  Edinbui;gh.  What  I  have 
already  written  spares  me  the  necessity  of  entering 
into  anytliing  like  a  detailed  reference  to  the  remark- 
able oration  he  delivered  on  that  occasion.  I  have 
quoted  in  an  early  part  of  this  book  one  of  ita  leading 
passages,  the  toain  eSect  of  which  was  that  the  Tory 
party  would  he  foolish  in  leaving  to  the  Liberals  the 
sole  right  of  dealing  witli  the  question  of  Reform.  I 
have  shown  how  utterly  at  variance  the  opinions 
laid  down  in  that  passage  are  with  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  when  he  found  it  convenient  to  accuse 
Sir  Robert  Peel  of  tergiversation,  and  so  I  may  let 
that  part  of  the  speech  drop.  But  there  was  anothei 
remarkable  passage,  which  attracted  a  large  amount 
of  attention,  and  with  regard  to  which  Mr,  Disraeli 
played  a  characteristic  trick.  Describing  his  action 
with  regard  to  his  own  party  on  this  question  of  Reform, 
he  said,  "  I  had  to  prepare  the  mind  of  the  country, 
and  to  educate, — if  it  be  not  too  arrogant  to  use  such 
a  phrase, — I  had  to  educate  our  party;  for  a  large 
party  requires  its  attention,  of  course,  to  be  called 
to  questions  of  this  character  with  some  degree  of 
pressure:  I  had  to  prepare  the  mind  of  Parliament 
and  the  country  on  tins  question  of  Reform."  * 

The  plain  interpretation  of  this  passage  was  that 
Mr.  Disraeli  had  to  lead  his  blind  and  benighted 

*  SrettwM^  Oct.  30, 1W!7. 
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followars  into  paths  which  tltey  did  not  expect.  Id 
tuakiiig  thU  arro^^ant  boajtl  oF  ht»  own  d«ci-ptivc 
powers.  Mr,  Disrncli  wax,  u  ovcrybody  knew,  describing' 
with  peifect  tnilli  the  relstioiui  betwwn  hiuuelf  and 
his  followers.  It  was  quite  true  that  Mr  DUnuili  bad 
throughout  his  whole  tenure  of  oflic»  as  Conwrva- 
tivo  leader  employed  hia  art«  io  making  his  party 
abandon  the  liaptetM  and  aenaeleas  priuciplus  whit^li 
he  and  they  hiid  professnd  in  opposition.  When  lt« 
came  into  power  in  1$22,  his  entire  plan  of  action 
was  desigiictd  to  the  purposu  of  making  his  part}', 
which  was  obotinatcly  ProteotioniBt,  adopt  Fi-oe  Trade; 
and  hia  meana  for  accomplishing  this  end  was  to 
8o  mystify  and  confuse  the  isuues  as  to  make  bis 
followers  really  think  that  they  were  supporting  Pro- 
tection when  they  were  actually  adopting  Fre*  Tradt: 
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^  I "  is  toned  down  to  the  soiler  and  less  candid  ''  we." 
I  have,  however,  taken  the  trouble  to  compare  the 
reports  of  his  speech  which  appeared  in  three  Edin- 
burgh papers  on  the  day  after  its  delivery,  and  I  find 
that  in  every  single  one  of  them — ^in  the  Scotsman, 
in  the  EdJMmrgh  Evenmg  Courant,  and  in  the  Edvn- 
burgh  Dmly  Review — the  passage  stands  with  the  '*  I," 
and  not  with  the  '*  we."  I  place  in  a  note  the  passage 
in  the  speech  as  it  appears  in  the  Edinburgh  papers 
and  as  it  afterwards  appeared  in  the  official  report 
published  by  Mr.  DisraelL* 

I  have  not  time  to  comment  in  detail  on  the  winter 
session  which  took  place  in  consequence  of  the  Abyssi- 
nian expedition,  and  I  pass  on  without  any  further  delay 

*  The  Ofvicial  Rbpobt.  Edikbuboh  Daily  Review. 

**  We  had  to  prepare  the  mind  **  I  had  to  prepare  the  mind  of 
of  the  country,  to  educate — if  it  the  country,  and  to  educate — if 
be  not  arrogant  to  use  such  a  it  be  not  arrogant  to  use  such 
phrase — to  educate  our  party  on  a  phrase — ^to  educate  our  party, 
this  subject  of  Reform.  It  is  a  It  is  a  large  party,  and  requires 
large  party  ;  and  its  attention  its  attention  to  be  called  to  ques- 
can  only  be  obtained  to  the  con-  ticms  of  this  kind  with  some 
sidcration  of  a  great  question  by  pressure.'' 
the  pressure  which  is  secured  by 

frequent  discussion.'* — The  Chaf^  Edinbuboh  EvENnro  Coubant. 
cellar  of  the  Exchequer  in  Scot'  "  I  had  to  prepare  the  mind  of 
landy  11.  the  country — ^to  educate,  if  it  be 

not  too  arrogant  to  use  such  a 
phrase— to  educate  our  party, 
which  is  a  large  party,  and  of 
course  requires  its  attention  to  be 
called  to  questions  of  this  character 
with  some  pressure ;  and  I  had  to 
prepare  the  mind  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  country  in  this  question 
of  Reform." 
I  have  already  given  the  version  of  the  Sootiman  in  the  text.    I  am 

37 
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to  February  17,  when  it  became  known  tliat  Lord 
Derby  was  seriously  ill.  On  the  25th  following  Lord 
Derby  resigned,  and  on  the  26th  it  waa  announced 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  had  received  from  the  Queen  a 
letter  stating  that  be  had  been  selected  as  the 
successor  to  the  Premiership.  A  curious  incident  was 
connected  with  this  announcement  of  the  Queen's 
intention.  Her  Uajest3r's  secretary  at  that  time  wu 
General  Grey,  whom  we  knew  long  ago  as  Colonel 
Grey,  and  as  a  candidate  for  the  representation  of 
High  Wycombe.  It  was  the  successful  rival  of  his 
youth  that  was  the  bearer  to  Mr.  Dismeli  of  the  letter 
announcing  his  accession  to  the  object  of  his  lifelong 
ambition.* 

On  February  27,  Mr.  Disraeli  kissed  hands  on  his 
appointment,  and  two  days  afterwards  he  signalized 
his  accession  to  office  by  appointing  Lord  Cairns  as 
successor  in  the  Chancellorship  to  Lord  Chelmsford 
Lord  Chelmsford  had  been,  as  will  be  remembered,  a 
bitter  and  obstinate  enemy  of  the  emancipation  of  the 
Jews ;  and  an  impression  was  left  that  the  new  Premier 
had  not  dismissed  his  old  and  venerable  colleague  with 
as  much  courtesy  as  might  have  been  expected. 

not  B11TC  whether  the  roport  m  the  Eceiiiiig  Ctntrant  is  an  independent 
one ;  as  ic  ajipears  U>  have  been  an  evening  paper  at  thia  period — it  ii 
now  published  every  morning — it  may  have  copied  its  report  fnwn 
one  in  a  raominR  journal.  However,  (he  agreement  between  the 
Scottman  and  Daily  Refiewas  to  the  ase  ot  the  word  "  I,"  while  Uiej 
diasigree  in  some  other  points — ia  sufficient  evidence  that  it  wa«  the 
boaslful  first  person  singular,  and  not  the  more  modest  firat  persco 
plural,  that  Hr.  Disraeli  really  employed. 
•  The  Onl,  quoted  in  Irving.  661. 
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Od  March  5,  Mr.  Disraeli  took  his  Beat  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  the  first  time  as  Premier.  He  made  a 
very  short  speech,  and  there  was  nothing  particularly 
definite  in  what  he  said.  He  could  only  state  thai 
his  poliijy  would  be  one  of  peace,  but  not  of  peace  at 
any  price ;  that  it  would  be  a  liberal  policy — a  "  truly 
liberal "  policy." 

He  was  not  left  long  to  enjoy  the  position  he  had 
gained. 

The  affaiis  of  Ireland  had  now  reached  a  point  when 
it  was  no  longer  possible  to  leave  them  neglected.  On 
March  10,  the  late  Mr.  John  Frands  Maguire  proposed 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the, 
condition  of  that  country.  Lord  Mayo  was  put  up  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  enunciate  the  policy  of 
the  Ministry,  and  it  was  evident  that  the  object  was 
to  stay  the  impending  attack  on  the  Irish  Church, 
and  the  injustice  of  Irish  landlords,  by  a  series  of  half 
measures.  One  of  the  proposals  was  very  skilfully 
contrived.  It  was  to  give  at  the  same  time  an  increase 
of  the  R^^ium  donum  to  the  Presbyterians,  aad  a 
charter  to  the  Catholic  University ;  and,  although  on  this 
point  the  Ministry  were  studiously  vague,  to  bestow 
upon  the  Irish  clergy  a  State  subsidy.  However,  these 
proposals  met  with  but  very  little  favour.  Mr.  Bright, 
amongst  others,  described  them  as  recalling  the  moun- 
tebank of  Addison  who  offered  to  the  country  people 
pills  that  were  very  good  against  the  earthquake.t  On 
March  16  the  debate  was  wound  up  by  Mr.  Qladstone 
•  Irring,  664.  t  Hid.  866-7. 
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and  Mr.  DisraelL    Mr.  Gladstone  gave  it  plainly  to  be 
understood  that  the  Irish  Church  oould  no  loisger  be 
allowed  to  exist,  and  that  he  and  the  Liberal  party 
generally  were  prepared  to  carry  through  its  disen- 
dowment  and  its  disestablishment.    Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
reply,  endeavoured  to  explain  away  some  of  the  am- 
biguous language  of  Lord  Mayo,  and  announced  his 
hostility  to  the  proposed  abolition  of  the  Irish  Church. 
He  argued,  among  other  things,  that  as  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  a  religious  people,  the  Roman  Catholic 
majority,   who  formed  five-sixths  of  the  population, 
w^ere  extremely  anxious  to  pay  for  the  religious  ser- 
vices of  the  remaining  one-sixth.     Perhaps  the  most 
remarkable  part  of  his  speech  was  that  in  which  he 
referred  to  his  address  on  Ireland  in  184*4,  of  which  I 
have  already  given  the  reader  a  sketch,  and  to  which 
I  promised  to  return  on  a  future  occasion.      In  thai 
speech,  it  will  be  remembered,  Mr.  Disraeli   stated 
that  the  evils  of  Ireland  were,  among  other  things,  "a 
starving  population,  an  absentee  aristocracy,  and  an 
alien  Church."*    As  the  proposals  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
and   thp  Liberal  party  were  to  help   that   starving 
population,   to  deprive   that  absentee  aiistocracy  of 
their  right  of  robbing  their  tenants,  and  to  abolish 
that  alien  Church  which  was  the  symbol  of  the  humili- 
ation of  the  Catholic  people,  there  was  no  possible 
way  that  Mr.  Disraeli  could  reconcile  with  the  speech 
of  1844  his  present  hostility  to   all  those  remedial 
measures.     He  endeavoured  accordingly  to  get  out  of 

*  See  anU,  254-5. 
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the  matter  by  some  irrelevant  jokes,  and  some  mystify- 
ing language,  that,  so  far  as  they  suggested  anything 
at  all,  suggested  what  was  palpably  false.  He  de- 
clared that  when  he  made  the  speech  from  which 
quotations  had  been  made,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
nobody  would  listen  to  it.  **  It  seemed  to  me,"  said 
Mr.  Disraeli,  "that  I  was  pouring  water  upon  sand, 
but  it  seems  now  that  the  water  came  from  a  golden 
goblet."  * 

I  do  not  want  to  deny  the  skill  and  the  grace 
with  which  Mr.  Disraeli  meets  the  charge,  but  I  need 
scarcely  point  out  to  the  reader  that  he  utterly  evades 
the  real  point  at  issue.  The  question  was  not  of  the 
largeness  or  the  smallness  of  the  audience  by  which 
Mr.  Disraeli's  words  were  heard,  nor  whether  his  words 
were  met  with  approval  or  derision  by  those  to  whom 
they  were  addressed.  The  question  was.  Did  he  use 
the  words  ?  Did  they  represent  his  real  opinions  ?  And 
if  they  did,  how  could  he  reconcile  his  expression  of 
diametrically  opposite  principles  at  a  subsequent  period  ? 
Mr.  Disraeli  might,  indeed,  have  shown  himself  con- 
sistent in  one  way,  but  that  was  a  way  it  would  not 
have  been  quite  convenient  for  him  to  adopt.  He 
could  have  said  that  when  he  made  the  speech  in  1844 
he  had — as  I  think  I  have  proved — lost  all  hope  of 
gratifying  his  ambitious  longings  in  the  Conservative 
party  of  which  Peel  was  the  chief,  and,  therefore,  had 
thought  it  was  high  time  for  him  to  try  his  chance 
with  the  opposite  side  by  preaching  Liberal  doctrines 

♦  Hansard,  3  S.  cxc.  1791. 
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and  praising  Russell,  the  Liberal  leader.  At  the  present 
moment  the  position  was  different  He  had  stayed 
with  the  Tory  party,  had  prospered,  was  now  its  chie( 
and  accordingly,  as  it  was  his  interest,  or  appeared  to 
be  his  interest,  in  184>4  to  preach  Liberal,  so  now  it  was 
his  interest  to  preach  Conservative  doctrines  on  the 
Irish  question.  Thus  he  was  perfectly  consistent.  It 
was  his  interest  to  preach  one  thing  in  1844,  and  he 
preached  it ;  it  was  his  interest  to  preach  the  opposite 
doctrines  in  1868,  and  he  preached  them.  In  this  form 
of  consistency  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  one  of  the  most 
consistent  statesmen  that  ever  lived. 

But  I  have  not  quite  done  with  this  passage.  Mr. 
Disraeli  went  on  to  say  that  if  he  wanted  to  vindicate 
the  words  quoted  against  him,  there  were  many  re- 
marks which  he  "  might  legitimately  make."  * 

''  I  might  remark,  that  speech  was  made  before  the 
change  of  locomotion,  and  the  sale  of  a  large  portion 
of  the  soil  of  Ireland,  which  has  established  a  resi- 
dent proprietary  instead  of  an  absentee  aristocracy :  *' t 
and  then  he  declared  that  in  his  "  conscience  the  sen- 
timent of  that  speech  was  right.  It  may  have  been 
expressed  with  the  heedless  rhetoric  which  I  suppose 
is  the  appanage  of  all  who  sit  below  the  gangway; 
but  in  my  historical  conscience,  the  sentiment  of  that 
speech  was  right."  J  Here  Mr.  Disraeli  appears  in  the 
character  of  a  manufacturer  of  a  new  kind  of  conscience. 
Such  a  novel  production  was  certainly  necessary  if  one 
were  to  understand  what  was  the  particular  kind  of 
*  Ibid,  t  ^^^'  t  l^id. 
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conscience  of  which  Ur.  Disraeli  boasted  the  posseasioo. 
A  historical  couscieDce  must  be  taken  to  mean  that  a 
man  can  reconcile  to  such  a  conscience  the  preaching 
of  opposite  doctrines  on  the  same  state  of  circum- 
stances. Lord  Beaconsfield  has  given  us  quite  «iough 
of  that  form  of  conscience. 

The  counter-proposals  of  Mr.  Disraeli  through  Lord 
Mayo  died  almost  as  soon  as  they  were  bom,  and  on 
the  23rd  of  March  Mr.  Gladstone  gave  notice  of  his 
fomous  Resolutions  on  the  Irish  Church.  Finding  that 
d^eat  in  the  House  of  Commons  was  inevitable,  Mr. 
Disraeli  at  once  set  to  work  to  rouse  the  spirit  of  bigotry 
which  lies  latent  in  the  English  people  whenever  Uie 
Church  of  Rome  is  flaunted  in  their  face.  Writing  to 
the  Earl  of  Dartmouth,  he  declared  that  the  crisis  was 
not  in  Ireland.  "  In  my  opinion,"  said  he,  "  the  crisis 
of  England  is  rather  at  hand  ; "  *  and  in  justification 
of  this  statement  he  said  that  there  was  a  powerful 
party  about  to  destroy  "  that  sacred  union  between 
the  Church  and  State  which  has  hitherto  been  the 
chief  means  of  our  civihzation,  and  is  the  only  security 
for  our  religious  liberty."  t  The  Ministry  met  Mr. 
Gladstone's  resolution  by  an  amendment  proposed 
by  Lord  Stanley  (now  Lord  Derby),  the  eflect  of 
which  was — not  that  the  Irish  Church  should  not  be 
disestablished  and  disendowed,  but — that  any  pro- 
position tending  to  that  result  ought  to  be  reserved 
for  the  decision  of  a  new  Parliament.}  In  other 
words,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  trying  whether  he  could 
*  iTTing,  670.  t  ^"^  t  ibid.  671. 
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leave  open  to  himself  a  means  of  escape  by  which 
he  could  in  time  adopt  the  principles  he  was  now 
opposing.  A  result  followed,  very  extraordinary  in 
ordinary  constitutional  circumstances,  but  very  familiar 
in  times  when  Mr.  Disraeli  held  a  seat  of  power  and 
authority.  From  the  Treasury  Bench  opinions  were 
delivered  which  were  directly  contradictory  of  each 
other.  To  judge  from  the  speech  of  one  Minister,  the 
defence  of  the  Irish  Church  was  necessary  to  the  tem- 
poral, if  not  the  eternal  welfare  of  the  British  people, 
and  was  a  position  from  which  the  Conservative  party 
could  never  recede ;  but  while  the  House  of  Commons 
was  still  ringing  with  these  words  of  lofty  piety  and 
heroic  resolve,  another  Minister  was  standing  up  to 
hint  that  the  Irish  Church  was  not  of  so  much  im- 
portance after  all,  and  that  the  Conservative  party,  if 
they  were  only  left  their  good  time,  would  deal  with 
it  quite  as  effectively  as  the  best  Liberals  or  wildest 
Radicals  could  desire. 

But  the  game  did  not  succeed.  It  was  seen  that  the 
fight  must  be  a  real  stand-up  contest ;  and  Mr.  Disraeli, 
in  spite  of  all  his  subterfuge  and  tricks,  had  to  definitely 
take  up  his  position  as  the  advocate  of  a  principle  in 
which  he  did  not  believe,  and  the  mouthpiece  of  a 
bigotry  which  he  heartily  despised. 

Lord  Cranborne  (now  Marquis  of  Salisbury)  was 
one  of  the  chief  mediums  of  dragging  Mr.  Disraeli 
forth  from  the  maize  of  equivoque  and  calculated  con- 
tradiction in  which  he  was  endeavouring  to  hide 
himself.     He  denounced,  in  the  bitterness  of  a  sin- 
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cerity  that  had  not  yet  fully  submitted  itself  to  the 
educating  powers  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  the  double 
game  the  Premier  was  playing ;  *  and  Mr.  Lowe,  who 
was  also  a  very  keen  critic  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  described 

•  "  Therefore,  while  giying  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  credit  for 
sincerit J  in  the  views  they  have  expressed,  I  am  utterly  sceptical  of 
their  power  to  restrain  their  erratic  Leader.  And  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  language  of  his  own  which 
he  can  quote  in  support  of  whatever  policy  he  may  feel  disposed  to 
adopt ;  for  it  is  part  of  the  political  sldll  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  be  able  to  refer  to  phrased  of  his  own  in  favour  of  any  course  he 
may  deem  it  advisable  to  take.  For  instance,  if  it  should  suit  him  to 
take  the  Protestant  line,  here  is  the  Dartmouth  letter ;  should  it  suit 
him  to  take  the  opposite  course,  he  can  always  refer  to  his  speech  of 
1844,  the  spirit  of  which,  as  I  heard  him  declare  the  other  evening,  is 
still  right' ^ — Hansard^  3  6.  czci.  536-7.  Then,  having  referred  to  the 
tactics  by  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had  carried  the  Reform  Bill  in  the  pre- 
vious session.  Lord  Cranbome  proceeded :  "  Here,  again,  we  have 
the  same  phenomenon — a^  opinion  steadily  maintained  by  the  Con- 
servative when  out  of  office  is  changed  when  in  office  for  the  same 
plea  for  delay,  and  the  same  admission  that  considerable  modification 
is  required.  What  will  be  the  result  ?  If  we  are  to  judge  by  what 
has  happened  before,  the  result  will  be  that  those  Gentlemen  from  the 
north  of  Ireland  who  are  especially  anxious  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  exactly  as  it  is,  will  find  themselves 
much  as  we  who  were  in  favour  of  restricted  borough  suffrage  were 
last  year — they  will  probably  find  themselves  voting  very  humbly 
next  year,  in  the  wake  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  total  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  ...  I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  this  is  one  of  the  Motions  which,  to  use  the  expressive 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Bir.  Osborne),  are  con- 
structed on  the  principle  of  *  cross-fishing ' — that  the  motion  is  one 
which  is  intended  to  fish  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It  whispers  to 
the  Gentlemen  from  the  north  of  Ireland,  *  Vote  for  me  ;  I  am  the 
champion  of  the  ProtestAnt  Church.  I  am  seeking  for  delay  in  order 
to  secure  your  interests.*  It  whispers  to  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  *  Vote 
for  me  ;  I  am  educating  my  party,  and  the  moment  that  the  process 
is  complete  all  your  wishes  shall  be  fulfilled.'  .  .  .  I  do  not  pretend 
to  predict  the  probable  course  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  I  shoald  as  soon  undertake  to  tell  you 
which  way  the  weather-cock  would  point  to-morrow." — Ibid,  538-9. 
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him  as  ''  the  great  Protestant  champion  whose  expe- 
rience of  mankind  had  taught  him  to  rely  much  on 
their  gulUbiUty."  ♦ 

On  March  30,  the  debate  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  Reso- 
lutions began ;  and  on  April  3,  Mr.  Disraeli  made 
his  reply.  He  answered  the  heavy  indictment  of 
Lord  Cranbome  (now  Lord  Salisbury)  with  his  cha- 
racteristic evasion  of  the  real  charge,  and  with  persooAl 
sarcasm,  t  But  the  conclusion  of  this  harangue  was 
the  part  which  excited  most  attention.  Taking  ap 
the  words  of  his  letter  to  Lord  Dartmouth,  Mr.  Disraeli 
sounded  still  louder  the  horrid  cry  of  "  No  Popery."  He 
announced  the  wondrous  discovery  that  "the  High 
Church  Ritualists  of  England  and  the  Lish  followers 

♦  Ih'xd,  738. 

t  "  Perhaps  I  ought  to  notice  the  remarks  which  were  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  StamforcL    The  noble  Lord  saw  in  this 

amendment,  of  which  I  have  given  the  House  the  plain  history I  say 

the  plain  and  true  history — ^the  noble  Lord  saw  in  the  language  of  the 
amendment,  great  cause  for  mistrust  and  want  of  confidence.  He  saw 
immediately  that  we  were  about  to  betray  the  trust  with  which  he 
deems  us  to  be  invested.  The  noble  Lord  is  at  no  time  wanting  in 
imputing  to  us  being  influenced  by  not  the  most  amiable  motives  thftt 
can  regulate  the  conduct  of  public  men.  I  do  not  quarrel  with  tiie 
invective  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  is  a  man  of  great  taleat, 
and  he  has  vigour  in  his  language.  There  is  great  Yigour  in  his 
invective,  and  no  want  of  vindictiveness.  I  admit  that  now  speaking 
as  a  critic,  and  perhaps  not  an  impartial  one,  I  most  say  I  think  it 
wants  finish.  Considering  that  the  noble  Lord  has  studied  his  subject, 
and  that  he  has  written  anonymous  articles  against  me  before  and 
since  I  was  his  colleague — I  do  not  know  whether  he  wrote  them 
when  I  was  his  colleague — I  think  it  might  have  been  accomplished 
more  ad  %inguem.  There  is  one  thing  the  noble  Lord  never  paidons, 
and  that  is  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  last  year.  .  .  .  Sir,  the  only 
objection  which  I  have  to  these  attacks  of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  they 
invariably  produce  an  echo  from  the  other  side.    That,  it  seems  to  me. 
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of  the  Pope  had  been  long  in  secret  cbmbinalion,  and 
are  now  in  open  confederacy."  * 

When  the  House  laaghed  at  this  wild  attempt  at 
playing  the  part  of  the  champion  of  the  faith,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  as  was  his  wont,  went  on  to  repeat  the  asser- 
tions, in  which  he  himself  did  not  believe,  with  louder 
emphasis  of  his  belief  than  before.  "  Yes,"  he  said, 
"but  it  is  a  &ct.  It  is  confessed  by  those  who  at- 
tempted to  prevent  this  combination,  to  mitigate  the 
occurrence,  to  avoid  the  conjuncture  which  we  always 
felt  would  be  most  dangerous  to  the  country.  ...  I  am 
perfectly  aware  of  the  great  difficulties  that  we  have 
to  encounter.  I  know  the  almost  superhuman  power 
of  this  combination.  They  have  their  hand  almost 
upon  the  realm  of  England.  Under  the  guise  of 
Liberalism,  under  the  pretence  of  legislating  in  the 
spirit  of  the  age,  they  are,  as  they  think,  about  to 
seize  upon  the  supreme  authority  of  the  realm.  But 
this  I  can  say,  that  so  long  as,  by  the  favour  of  the 
Queen,  I  stand  here,  I  will  oppose  to  the  utmost  of  my 
ability  the  attempt  they  are  making."  t 

!■  now  almost  a  Parliamentaiy  law.  When  the  baric  is  heard  from 
thii  Bide,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne  (M.r.  Lowe)  emerges,  I  will 
not  say  from  his  cave,  bat,  perhaps,  from  a  more  cynical  habitation. 
He  joins  imraediately  in  the  ohoruH  of  reciprocal  malignity — 

'And  halli  with  hurrfd  iiielr>iT  tba  uourL'" 
~lbid.  900-901.  Immediately  after  makin;;  IhiH  onslaught,  Mr. 
Disraeli  declared  that  he  was  only  actio);  thun  in  self-defence.  "  I 
hare  never  attacked  any  one  in  my  life  "—at  which  there  were  loud 
ctie«  <rf  "  Oh  t "  and  '■  Peel  I " — "  unless."  Mr.  Disraeli  went  on,  "I 
was  firat  asaailed"  ]—Ibid.  901-902.  The  reader  knows  how  true 
this  assertion  is. 

•  JKd.  924.  t  '*'<'■  323. 
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Afler  this  splendid  outburst^  aooording  to  which) 
Mr.  Gladstone,  and  those  who  voted  for  the  abolitioii 
of  the  Irish  Church,  meant  to  dethrone  ihe  Qaeen,  or 
something  horrible  of  that  kind,  it  is  not  surprising  to 
find  Mr.  Disraeli  declaring  that  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  **  change  the  character  of  this 
country."  "  It  will  deprive  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty 
of  some  of  their  most  precious  privileges,  and  it  will 
dangerously  touch  the  tenure  of  the  Crown."  ♦ 

I  will  not  repeat  the  disagreeable  commentaries  of 
the  time  as  to  the  mental  condition  of  Mr.  Disraeli 
when  he  uttered  these  prophecies  of  darkest  gloom.  I 
will  only  point  out  this — that  not  a  single  one  of  the  con- 
sequences, or  anything  like  what  he  predicted  from  the 
abolition  of  the  Irish  Church,  has  occurred ;  that  the 
High  Church  Ritualists  and  the  Roman  Catholics  are  as 
far  as  ever  from  forming  a  secret  combination  or  an 
open  confederacy  against  the  Crown ;  that  none  of  the 
most  precious  privileges  of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty 
have  been  taken  away  from  Her  Majesty's  subjects;  that 
"  if  the  tenure  of  the  Crown  "  be  dangerously  touched 
in  those  days,  it  is  not  because  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Irish  Church,  but  because  of  the  fantastic  tricks  Lord 
Beaconsfield  himself  has  played  with  the  Crown.  I 
have  given,  in  the  speech  just  quoted,  the  first  instance 
of  that  use  of  the  name  of  the  Sovereign  to  which  in 
these  days  we  have  become  habituated  ;  but  there  are 
several  worse  instances  than  the  one  I  have  just  dealt 
with.      During  this  great  conflict,  on  which  on  one 
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Bide  were  religious  tolerance  and  the  rights  of  consci- 
ence, and  OD  the  other  dark  bigotry  and  the  spirit  of 
religious  persecution,  Mr.  Disraeli  on  every  poswble 
occasion  put  forward  the  Queen  as  fighting  in  the 
ranks  of  the  enemies  of  justice  and  religious  equality. 
Never  has  there  been  a  Minister  who,  while  professing, 
I  may  almost  say,  slavish  admiration  of  the  throne, 
has  done  more  to  bring  that  power  into  disrepute,  dis- 
respect, and  danger. 

On  the  night  of  the  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeli  which  I  have 
last  noticed,  the  House,  by  a  majority  of  60,  decided  to 
enter  into  a  Committee  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolutions. 

A  few  days  afterwards,  Mr.  Disraeli  made  another 
attempt  to  raise  the  "  No  Popery  "  cry.  The  Rev.  Mr. 
Baker,  the  vicar  of  Addingtoa,  having  written  to  him, 
to  ask  an  explanation  of  his  extraordinary  attack 
upon  the  High  Church  party,  Mr.  Disraeli  replied  in  a 
letter  which,  not  satisfied  with  the  language  of  an 
ordinary  layman,  he  dated,  after  the  manner  of 
High  Church  clerics,  Mauuday  Thursday.  In  this 
epistle  he  repeated  the  statement  that  the  "extreme 
fiwtion"  in  the  English  Church  had  been  for  some 
time  in  secret  combination,  and  was  now  in  open 
confederacy  with  the  Church  of  Rome.  "  As  I  bold," 
continued  the  writer,  "that  the  dissolution  of  the 
union  between  Church  and  State  will  cause  per- 
manently a  greater  revolution  in  this  country  than 
foreign  conquest,  I  shall  use  my  utmost  energies  to 
defeat  these  fatal  machinations."*    The  words  of  this 

•  Irring,  673. 
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letter  themselves  carry  with  them  the  stamp  of  their 
insincerity.  I  have  often  already  remarked  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  in  common  with  persons  of  his  character, 
destroys  his  part  -by  over-acting  it.  Be  it  remarked, 
too,  that  this  man,  who  was  thus  endeavouring  to  stir 
up  in  this  country  a  cry  against  what  he  calls  Irish 
Romanists,  was  at  that  very  moment,  or  a  few  moments 
before,  in  negotiation  with  these  same  Irish  Romanists 
for  giving  them  a  charter  for  their  university.  And 
be  it  remembered,  too,  that  this  man,  who  was  pro- 
fessing to  consider  the  disruption  of  the  union  between 
Church  and  State  as  a  calamity  of  such  terrible 
consequence,  and  who  was  speaking  of  the  Anglican 
communion  with  an  unctuous  piety  that  would  have 
done  credit  to  a  Bishop,  is  really  in  no  sense  a 
Christian  at  all.  I  have  examined,  in  discussing  his 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  emancipation  of  the  Jews, 
the  picture  which  he  gave  of  the  relations  between 
the  Jewish  faith  and  the  Christian  religion,  and  I  have 
shown  that  his  view  of  the  Christian  faith  proves 
that  he  has  no  conception  even  of  its  very  basis. 
What  are  we  to  think  of  a  man  who  thus  uses  religion 
as  the  tool  of  his  ambition?  If  there  be  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  safe  from  the  intrigues  and  the 
meanness  of  politics,  it  is  the  subject  of  religion.  If 
there  be  a  feeling  in  the  human  heart  which  even  an 
unscrupulous  man  might  be  expected  to  refrain  from 
playing  upon,  it  is  the  feeling  of  religion.  It  marks  a 
very  advanced  stage  indeed  of  insincerity  and  of  heart- 
lessness  to  drag  men's  altars  and  men's  God  into  the 
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mire  of  ODe*s  own  mean  interests.  But  what  cared 
Mr.  Disraeli  ?  He  had  only  his  part  to  play  of  a  clever 
foreigner  trifling  with  the  interests  and  playing  upon 
the  passions  of  the  people  to  whose  race  he  was  proud 
not  to  belong,  and  in  whose  creed  he  scorned  to  believe. 

On  April  30,  the  discussion  on  Mr.  Gladstone's 
first  resolution  came  to  an  end.  I  need  not  take 
any  notice  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  speech  further  than  to 
say  that  he  again  resorted  to  the  device  of  repre- 
senting the  attack  on  the  Irish  Church  as  an  attack 
on  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.*  Mr.  Gladstone's 
resolution  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  65  votes — 
330  to  265 ;  and  Mr.  Disraeli  immediately  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  so  as  to  give  the  Ministers 
time  to  consider  their  position. 

On  May  4,  Mr.  Disraeli  announced  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  and  very  curious  intentions  they 
were.  He  declared,  in  the  first  place,  that  they  had 
resolved  to  dissolve  Parliamentt  As  was  pointed  out 
immediately  afterwards  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  it  was  quite 
unprecedented  in  the  history  of  this  country  that  a 
Government  defeated  by  two  such  majorities  as  60 
and  65  should  resort  to  a  dissolution.  (  But  that  was 
not  all :  he  next  informed  the  House  that  this  disso- 
lution was  not  to  take  place  immediately ;  that  they 
were  to  wait  until  the  new  Reform  Act  came  into 
operation,  which  would  be  in  the  following  November ; 
and  that  the  House  should  give  to  the  Government, 

♦  Hansard,  cxci.  1673. 

t  Ibid.  1706.  X  Ibid.  1711. 
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during  this  interval, ''  their  cordial  co-operation."  *  In 
other  words,  the  Ministry  which  had  been  defeated  by 
overwhelming  majorities,  and  which  had  ihos  lost  in 
the  completest  manner  the  confidence  of  the  House, 
was,  with  the  cordial  co-operation  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  exercise  all  the  power  and  influence  of  the 
Government  for  six  months  longer.  But  this  was  not 
the  most  extraordinary  part  of  this  explanation.  In 
detailing  his  interviews  with  the  Queen,  Mr.  Disraeli 
managed  to  convey  the  impression  that  his  renuuning 
in  office  was  not  so  much  his  own  desire  as  the  desirfi 
of  Her  Majesty  herself.  He  put  it  that  he  had  giv^ 
Her  Majesty  two  alternatives — either  that  she  should 
accept  his  resignation  or  a  dissolution  of  Parliament; 
and  that  Her  Majesty,  after  the  consideration  of  a  day 
chose  the  alternative  of  retaining  the  services  of  Mr. 
Disraeli. t  And  he  went  on  also  to  make  Her  Majesty 
responsible  for  deferring  the  appeal  to  the  con- 
stituencies for  the  period  of  six  months^  until  the  new 
Reform  Act  came  into  operation.}  This  was  an 
entirely  novel  position  for  a  Ministry  to  assume.§    As 

•  lUd.  170<>. 

t  Ihid,  1705-6. 

\  Ibid,  1706. 

§  That  I  may  not  be  supposed  to  misrepresent  Mr.  Disraeli.  I  give  his 
own  words :  "  After  that  vote,  I  lost  no  time  in  soliciting  Her  Majestj 
to  be  graciouKly  pleased  to  grant  me  an  audience,  and,  with  that 
promptitude  which  Her  Majesty  always  displays  when  the  public 
interest  is  at  stake,  she  granted  that  audience  immediately,  so  that 
I  had  the  advantage  of  being  in  audience  of  Her  Majesty  on  the  after- 
noon of  the  very  day  on  which  the  vote  was  taken.  On  that  occasion 
I  placed — I  am  sure  fairly  and  completely — ^before  Her  Majesty  the 
position  of  the  Qovemment  and  the  position  of  parties,  and  the 


• 
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Mr.  Ayrton  very  neatly  put  it,  Mr.  Disraeli  wished  to 
appear  "  a  suffering  Minister  who  was  holding  office  by 
the  wish  of  the  Queen  for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  A 
Minister  in  that  position/'  went  on  the  then  member  for 

poRition  of  the  coantrj  with  respect  to  them ;  and  I  told  Her  Majesty, 
with  Her  permission,  that,  under  the  drcumstancea — with  which  from 
my  previous  narrative  the  House  is  perfectly  acquainted — the  advice 
which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would,  in  the  full  spirit  of  the  consti- 
tution, offer  to  Her  Majesty  would  be  that  Her  Majesty  should  dissolve 
this  Parliament,  and  take  the  opinion  of  the  country  as  to  the  conduct 
of  Her  Ministers  and  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church.  But  at  the  same 
time,  with  the  full  concurrence  of  my  Colleagues,  I  represented  to  Her 
Majesty  that  there  were  important  occasions  on  which  it  was  wise  that 
the  Sovereign  should  not  be  embarrassed  by  personal  claims,  however 
constitutional,  valid,  or  meritorious ;  and  that  if  Her  Majesty  were  of 
opinion  that  the  question  at  issue  could  be  more  satisfactorily  settled, 
or  the  just  interests  of  the  country  more  studied,  by  the  immediate 
retirement  of  the  present  Government  from  Office,  we  were  prepared 
to  quit  Her  Blajesty's  service  immediately,  with  no  other  feeling  but 
that  which  every  Minister  who  has  served  the  Queen  must  possess — 
namely,  of  gratitude  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  warm  constitutional 
support  which  She  always  gives  to  her  Ministers,  and  I  may  add-— «s 
it  is  a  truth  which  cannot  be  concealed — for  the  aid  and  assistance 
which  every  Minister  receives  from  a  Sovereign  who  now  has  had  such 
vast  experience  of  public  affairs.  In  fact,  Sir,  I  tendered  my  resig- 
nation to  the  Queen.  Her  Majesty  commanded  me  to  attend  Her  in 
audience  on  the  next  day,  when  Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to  express  Her 
pleasure  not  to  accept  the  resignation  of  Her  Ministry,  and  Her  readi- 
ness to  dissolve  this  Parliament  so  soon  as  the  state  of  public  business 
would  permit.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  advise*!  Her  Majesty 
that,  although  the  present  constituency  was  no  doubt  as  morally  com- 
petent to  decide  upon  the  question  of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
as  the  representatives  of  the  constituency  of  this  House,  still  it  was 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that  every  effort  should  be 
made  with  a  view  to  that  appeal,  if  possible,  being  directed  to  the  new 
constituency  which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  created  last  year  ;  and 
I  expressed  to  Her  Majesty  that,  if  we  had  the  cordial  co-oi)eratiou 
of  Parliament,  I  was  advised  by  those  who  were  experienced  and 
skilful  in  these  matters  that  it  would  be  possible  to  make  arrange- 
ments by  which  the  dissolution  would  take  place  in  the  autumn  of 
this  year." — Hansard^  3  S.  cxd.  1705-6. 

38 
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the  Tower  Hamlets,  ''  carried  with  him  an  enormous 
amount  of  sjrmpathy,  and  throughout  the  whole 
country  such  a  suffering  Minister  must  receive  aa 
assistance  and  support  which  would  not  be  accorded 
to  a  Minister  who  held  office  on  his  own  advice  and 
responsibility  against  the  twice-repeated  judgments 
of  the  House  of  Commons."  *  Several  other  speakers 
called  attention,  in  a  like  manner,  to  Mr.  DisraeU's 
unconstitutional  dissolution,  and  scandalous  introduc- 
tion of  the  Queen's  name. 

The  subject  was  again  brought  before  the  House  on 
the  following  day  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  it  had,  in  the 
meantime,  been  further  complicated  by  a  statement 
of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  gave  a  different  interpretation  of  the  interviews 
between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Queen,  and  which 
represented  Her  Majesty  still  further  in  the  character 
of  an  advocate  of  the  Ministry  against  the  Opposition. 
Mr.  Gladstone  put  the  case  against  Mr.  Disraeli  veiy 
well  by  saying  that  "for  the  first  time,  I  believe,  in  recent 
history,  certainly  within  the  recollection  of  the  present 
generation,  or,  as  far  as  I  know,  within  any  other 
recollection,  the  Minister  seemed  to  make  Her  Majesty 
the  suggester  of  the  course  which  was  about  to  be  pur- 
sued by  the  Government,  instead  of  the  accepter  or 
rejecter  of  the  simple  and  single  advice  tendered  by  them 
to  her,  as  has  been  the  case  on  every  former  occasion"! 
The  debate  did  not  advance  the  matter  much  fiirther, 
for  nothing  could  be  got  from  Mr.  Disraeli  but  evasive 

♦  Ibid.  1724-6.  t  -^^-  1788. 
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replies,  in  which  he  spoke,  in  a  manner  I  will  not  cha- 
racterise, of  his  interviews  with  the  Queen.  The  general 
impression,  however,  which  he  left  remained  the  same — 
that  the  Queen  had  two  alternatives — that  of  accepting 
the  resignation  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  or  that  of  agreeing  to  a 
dissolution,  and  that  of  these  two  alternatives  she  chose 
Mr.  Disraeli  s  remaining  in  office.  A  few  days  afterwards 
the  Prime  Minister  received  just  punishment  for  thus 
placing  the  Queen  on  the  side  of  one  of  the  political 
parties  of  the  country,  and  that  the  party  which  was 
fighting  under  the  banner  of  religious  intolerance. 
Mr.  Bright,  referring  to  Mr,  Disraeli's  accounts  of  his 
interviews  with  the  Queen,  declared  them  to  have  been 
**  a  mixture  of  pompousness  and  sometimes  of  servility," 
and  denounced  in  scathing  terms  the  injury  to  the 
country,  and  the  greater  injury  to  the  Crown,  by 
representing  the  Queen  in  the  character  of  an  enemy 
to  the  cause  of  religious  freedom.  Mr.  Disraeli  made 
a  weak  reply  to  this  just  attack,  without  disproving 
any  of  Mr.  Bright's  charges.* 

*  I  give  a  few  extracts  from  Mr.  Bright's  speech.  "  I  have  not 
been  endeavouring  to  climb  the  ladder  of  Parliamentary  promotion 
and  notoriety.  ('  Oh  !')  No,  Sir,  I  have  only  had  the  single  object 
— 80  far  as  I  have  had  anything  to  do  with  Irish  questions — to 
promote  what  appeared  to  be  just  to  that  country,  and  which 
would  tend  to  the  advantage  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  other  night,  with  a  mixture  of  pompousness  and 
sometimes  of  servility,  talked  at  large  of  the  interviews  which  he  had 
with  his  Sovereign.  I  venture  to  say  that  a  Minister  who  deceives  his 
Sovereign  is  as  guilty  as  the  conspirator  who  would  dethrone  her. 
(*  Oh  I  *)  I  do  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  deceiving  his 
Sovereign;  but  if  he  had  not  changed  the  opinion  which  he  held 
twenty-five  years  ago,  and  which  he  has  said  in  the  main  was  right 
then  I  fear  that  he  has  not  stated  aU  that  it  was  his  duty  to  state  in 
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It  is  not  necessaxy  for  me  to  more  than  allude  in  a 
word  or  two  to  what  took  place  during  the  remainder 
of  this  session.  Mr.  Gladstone  carried,  it  is  known,  his 
Resolutions  and  his  Suspensory  Bill.  The  Government 
were  besides  defeated  over  and  over  again  on  their 
Irish  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills ;  but  Mr.  Disraeli  was  not 

the  interviews  which  he  had  with  his  Sorereign.    Let  me  tell  hon. 
Qentlcmen  opposite,  and  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  in  particular,  that 
any  man  in  this  country  who  puts  the  Sovereign  in  the  front  of  a  great 
struggle  like  this  into  which  it  may  be  we  are  about  to  enter — who 
points  to  the  Irish  people,  and  says  from  the  floor  of  this  House — ^  Toor 
Queen  holds  the  flag  under  which  we,  the  enemies  of  religioas 
equality  and  justice  to  Ireland,  are  marshalled,' — I  say  that  the 
Minister  who  does  that  is  guilty  of  a  very  high  crime  and  a  great 
misdemeanour  against  his  Sovereign  and  against  his  country.    And 
there  is  no  honour,  and  there  is  no  reputation,  there  is  no  glory,  there 
is  no  future  name  that  any  Minister  can  gain  by  conduct  like  this  that 
will  acquit  him  to  posterity  of  one  of  the  most  grievous  ofiEences  against 
his  country  which  a  Prime  Minister  can  possibly  commit.'* — Hansard, 
3  S.  cxci.  1942-3.    The  reply  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  as  follows :  *'  Sir,  I  dull 
not  condescend  to  notice  at  length  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham.     He  says  that  when  it  was  my  duty  to  make  a  com- 
munication to  the  House,  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  which  I 
certainly  wished  to  make — as  I  hoped  I  did  make  it— in  a  manner  not 
unbecoming  the  occasion — I  was  at  once  *  pompous  and  servile.'  Well 
Sir,  if  it  suits  the  heat  of  party  acrimony  to  impute  such  qualities 
to  mc,  any  Gentleman  may  do  so ;  but  I  am  in  the  memory  and  in  the 
feeling  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House — and  fortunately 
there  ai'c  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House — they  will  judge  of  the 
accuracy  of  this  representation  of  my  conduct.    It  is  to  their  feelintf 
and  to  their  sentiment  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  I  must  appeal : 
and  no  words  of  mine,  if  the  charge  be  true,  can  vindicate  me.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he  will  make  no  charge  against  me — and  then 
he  makes  insinuations  which,  if  he  believes,  he  ought  to  bring  fi>rth 
boldly  as  charges.     I  defy  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  not- 
withstanding his  stale  invective,  to  come  down  to  this  House  and 
substantiate  any  charge  of  the  kind  which  he  has  presumed  only  to 
insinuate.    Let  him  prefer  those  charges ;  I  will  meet  him ;  and  I 
will  appeal  to  the  verdict  only  of  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  sanw 
side  of  the  House  as  himself." — Ibid,  1947. 
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to  be  moved  from  his  place.  At  last  Parliament  was 
dissolved,  and  then  began  that  tempestuous  agitation 
on  the  Irish  Church  which  is  not  yet  forgotten.  Oa 
October  2,  Mr.  Disraeli  issued  an  address  to  his  con- 
stituents, in  which  all  the  terrible  consequences  which 
would  follow  fix)m  the  abolition  of  the  Irish  Churdb 
were  recapitulated.  Once  more  the  attempt  was  made 
to  play  on  the  bigotry  of  the  country ;.  and  the  hate<fi 
figures  of  the  Pope  and  the  Church  of  Rome  were- 
dangled  before  the  English  constituencies  in  the  hope 
that  the  demon  of  bigotry  might  be  evoked  in  aid  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  his  Government.  Those  fell  efforts 
fortunately  failed ;  and  when  the  verdict  of  the  con- 
stituencies was  taken,  it  was  so  overwhelming  against 
Mr.  Disraeli  that  he  resigned  office  without  waiting  for 
the  meeting  of  Parliament. 

I  need  not  more  than  refer  in  a  sentence  to  Mr. 
Disraeli's  action  during  the  Ministry  of  Mr.  Gladstone. 
Suffice  it  to  say,  that  to  all  the  measures  of  reform  which 
that  Ministry  introduced,  and  which  entitle  it  to  the- 
credit  of  being  the  most  beneficent  Ministry  ever  known 
in  our  history,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  opposed.  His  most 
important  speech  during  this  period  was  deUvered 
outside  Parliament,  at  a  demonstration  in  his  honour 
in  Manchester,  in  the  course  of  which  he  employed 
against  the  Ministers  one  of  the  happiest  illustrations 
in  all  his  speeches,  and  laid  down  Sanitas  sanitatum  et 
omnia  sanitas  as  the  motto  of  the  Conservative  party.* 

*  Mr.   Disraeli    was    describing    the  difiference    in    the  Gladstone 
Ministry  between  their  earlier  and  their  later  years  of  existence.    ''But 
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A  more  interesting  event  in  the  life  of  Mr.  Disraeli 

GenUemen/'  he  said,  ''  as  time  progressed  it  was  not  difficult  to  peroeiTe 
that  extravagance  was  being  substituted  for  energy  by  the  QoTemment 
The  unnatural  stimulus  was  subsiding  ;  their  paroxyBm  ended  in  pros- 
tration. Some  took  refuge  in  melancholy,  and  their  eminent  chief  alter- 
nated between  a  menace  and  a  sigh.  As  I  sit  opposite  the  Treasury 
Bench,  the  Ministers  remind  me  of  one  of  those  marine  landscapes  not 
unusual  on  the  coast  of  South  America :  you  behold  a  range  of  exhausted 
volcanoes;  not  a  flame  flickers  on  a  single  pallid  crest ;  but  the  situation 
is  still  dangerous — there  are  occasional  earthquakes,  and  ever  and  anoo 
the  dark  rumbling  of  the  sea." — Speech  of  the  Right  Hon.  B.  Disraeli 
at  the  Free  Trade  Hall,  Manchester,  April  2,  1872.     By  Authority. 

The  phrase  "  exhausted  volcanoes  "  has  a  suspicious  resemblance  to 
"extinct  volcanoes,"  a  phrase  employed  in  Hope's  *' Anastasius."  The 
writer  is  describing  the  change  in  the  appearance  of  the  fortress  in 
Rhodes.  "  Its  wide  ram]>arts,*'  he  says,  '*  its  lofty  bulwariu,  its  crested 
batteries  of  a  black  and  rugged  stone,  deprived  as  they  now  were  of  the 
once  thundering  engines  of  fire  and  destruction,  looked  like  the  silrncni 
crater  of  an  extin§t  volcano,  still  frowning  upon  the  fertile  plain  below, 
though  its  devastating  lowers  are  no  longer  feared." — Fourth  edition, 
i.  273.  The  resemblance  between  the  two  passages  is  not  very  clcwe, 
except  in  the  single  phraw  alluded  to.  "  Anastasius  "  is  a  work  with 
which  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  \'ery  well  familiar.  He  tells  us  himself 
that  Deepdekk,  the  Beat  of  Mr.  Henry  Hope,  the  eldest  son  of  the 
author  of  **  Anastasius  "  (Mr.  Thomas  Hope),  was  the  rendez\'ous  of  the 
Young  Englimd  j>arty  (General  Preface,  xii.) ;  and  to  Mr.  Henry  Hoi»e 
"  Coningnby "  is  dedicated.  Let  me  make  the  |>nssing  remark  on  this 
dedication,  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  states  that  one  of  his  objects  in 
writing  "Coningsby"  was  "to  scatter  some  suggestions  that  may  tend 
to  elevate  the  tone  of  public  life."  This  is  cool  in  the  man  who  ha« 
degnide<i  the  public  life  of  England  more  than  any  English  statesman 
who  ever  lived.  To  return  to  "  Anastasius,"  "Tancred"  bears  traces 
here  and  there  of  the  influence  of  Hoj^e's  work.  But  I  cannot  lind  any 
passage  in  the  work  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  which  there  is  a  resem- 
blance in  words  as  well  as  in  ideas  to  *'  Anastasius."  In  the  next  and 
following  pages,  however,  I  shall  prove  charges  of  plagiarism  against 
Lonl  Beaconsfield  of  a  very  serious  cluiracter.  Though  "  Tancred  **  is 
one  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  happiest  efforts,  and  though  in  parts  it  is 
fine,  yet  its  distance  from  really  high  art  will  be  brought  home  to  the 
mind  by  rea<ling  it  immediately  after  "Anastasius."  Both  are  Eastern 
tales  :  but  the  one  is  a  work  of  genius  ;  the  other  the  unequal  produc- 
tion of  a  but  half-skilled  workman. 
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in  this  interval  woa  his  resumption,  after  more  than 
twenty  years,  of  the  novelist's  pen.  In  May,  1S70,  be 
produced  "  Lothair."  The  novel  bears  the  closest 
resemblance  to  the  productions  of  his  earlier  days; 
as  in  them,  passages  of  splendid  diction  alternate  with 
passages  of  the  most  vapid  inanity ;  and  the  book — 
strange  to  say — is  characterised,  too,  by  its  admiring 
descriptions  of  the  nobility — their  mansions  and 
their  luxurious  surroundings, — a  form  of  mean  adu- 
lation of  which  one  would  think  Mr.  Disraeli's  att^n- 
ment  of  one  of  the  highest  positions  in  England 
might  have  cured  him.  There  are  some  clever 
sketches  of  contemporary  characters;  there  are  here 
and  there  bright  epigrams ;  hut  the  book  is  dreaiy 
and  prolix,  and  the  bright  passages  are  the  exception, 
— the  dull  the  rule.  So  far  as  the  book  could  be  said 
to  have  any  purpose  at  all,  it  was  a  strong  attack  upon 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church." 

*  Ati  nrticit'  in  the  Dvbliit  Eeeiev  poiata  out  a  very  nngulir  re«ein- 
bLiDoi)  bvtweeu  Mr.  Durauli's  Dovel  nod  one  of  Mi^  Auieli.-i  B.  Eilworda', 
eutitled  "  Hutt  a  Million  of  Money."-SeB  Dublin  fUrine,  it.,  I8"l».  I 
will  select  thus  iilHca  for  giving  some  even  graver  inKtauceB  of  Lord 
Be-icouatield'H  aiii>n>]>mtion  of  other  peo|ilD'ii  literary  goods.  In  th« 
fint  edition  of  "Venvtiit."  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  B|>eakiiig  of  Byron  under  the 
name  of  Cadurciis  "conveyed"  a  whole  juuisage  from  Uouiulay'a  Easa; 
in  the  Sdiiihiiiyk  RcrUw  on  Bjron.  It  wan  the  well-knon-n  piece  of 
satire  on  England's  periodic  fitu  of  i>ersecutiug  PnritAnism.  The  Eway 
had  not  becu  republished  then,  for  MacauUy  biid  not  yet  reached  hii 
position  uE  fame.  The  plagiarism,  however,  n-as  nnticei),  and  i>uint(!d 
out.  Lord  Beacoa'ifielil  gut  over  the  eipiHure  by  t.-u:king  nn,  in  a.  tiub- 
sequeut  edition,  "These  obnerVBtinoa  of  a  well-known  writer  apply  to 
the  case  uE  Lord  Cadurcis." — Jeaffraon,  *'  Nuvele  and  Novelists,"  li.  243. 
The  pasnnge  will  be  found  In  chap,  iviii,  p.  320,  in  Book  IV,  of  the  last 
(1878)  edition.    I  have  another  instance  of  plagiarism,  howero',  which 
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In  Januajy,  1874,  Mr.  Gladstone  dissolyed  Parlia- 
ment and  appealed  to  the  country,  and  the  result,  as 

Ib  worse,  and  which  can  only  be  paralleled  by  the  case  in  which  Lord 
Beaconsfield  paimed  off  a  whole  passage  of  a  Frendi  Review  as  his  own. 
One  of  the  finest,  perhaps  the  finest,  passage  in  all  his  speeches,  is  the 
peroration  of  his  speech  on  the  Com  Law  Bill  (May  15,  1846).  I  shsll 
put  that  passage  side  by  side  with  one  from  a  work  of  the  late  Mr. 
(Jrquhart  :— 

Lord  Beaconsfixld.  Mr.  Ubquhart. 

"  I  know,  Sir,  that  all  confidence 
in  public  men  is  lost.  But,  Sir,  I 
have  faith  in  the  primitive  and  en- 
during   elements  of   the   English 

chiu-acter.     It  may  be  vain  now,  in        "  It  is  in  this  midnight  of  voor 
the  midnight  of  their  intoxication,    intoxication,  that  I  declare  to  yc>a 
to  tell  them  that  there  will  be  an    an  awakening  of  bitterness, — it  is 
awakening  of  bitterness ;  it  may  be    at  this  spring-tide  of  your  joy,  that 
idle  now,  in  the  spring-tide  of  their    I  tell  you  that  an  ebb  of  troubles 
economic  frenzy,  to  warn  them  that    is  at  hand.    A  voice  of  warning 
there  may  l>e  an  ebb  of  trouble,    and   of   sorrow   I   ndse.  although 
But  the  dark  and  inevitable- hour    it  be   alone;     and   if   its    snunda 
will  arrive.   Then,  when  their  spirit    cannot  disturb  your  slumber,  and 
iH  softened  by  misfortune,  they  will    if  its    sense    cannot    pierce  your 
recur  tc>  those  ])rinciple8  that  made    breasts,  its  tone  will  be  preserved, 
England  great,  and  which,  in  our    and  will  sink   upon   your   spirit* 
belief,   can    alone    keep    England    when  they  are  softened  by  misfur- 
great.     Then,  too,  perchance  they    tune."  —  Dipfomatic    Transartiont 
may  rememl)€r,  not  with  unkind-    in   Central  A$ia.     London,    1841; 
nes8,  those  who,  betrayed  and  de-     p.  289. 
serted,  were  neither  ashamed  nor 
afraid  to  struggle  for  the  'good  old 
cause' — the  cause  with  which  are 
associated  principles  the  most  popu- 
lar, sentiments  the  most  entirely 
national-— the  cause  of  labour — the 
cause  of  the  people — the  cause  of 
England." — ffansard,  3  S.  Ixxxvi 
677. 

Mr.   Disraeli   had  the  coolness  to  introduce  Mr.  Gold  win  Smith  in 
'  Lot  hair  "  under  a  fictitious  name,  and  accuse  hiin  with  obeequioufr- 
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everybody  knows,  was  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  returned 
to  office  by  a  large  majority. 

ness  towards  the  nobility,  a  charge  which  all  who  have  the  honour 
of  Mr.  Smith's  acquaintance  knew  to  be  ludicrously  wide  of  fact. 
Mr.  Smith  replied  in  a  letter  in  which  he  characterised  thia  attack 
in  terms  of  just  Beverity. 
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CHAPTER  XV. 

DICTATOR. 

Mr.  Disraeli  was  now  in  a  position  entirely  different 
from  any  he  had  previously  occupied.  Up  to  this, 
when  he  had  held  office  he  was  the  Minister  of  a 
minority,  and  he  was  able  to  carry  out  nothing  but 
the  wishes  of  his  opponents.  Now  he  was  in  a 
position  of  power,  with  an  overwhelming  majority, 
and  he  was  left  almost  perfectly  free  play  for  the 
development  of  his  own  ideas  and  character.  I  shall 
pass  over  with  just  a  glance  or  two  the  first  years  of 
his  Premiership,  because  they  had  reference  almost 
entirely  to  domestic  concerns,  and  pass  on  as  quickly 
as  I  can  to  the  later  years,  which  were  principally 
concerned  with  foreign  policy.  His  conduct  on  one 
domestic  question  is  the  only  one  that  requires 
any  particular  comment.  In  1874,  Mr.  Russell 
Gumey  brought  in  a  Bill  which  afterwards  became 
law  as  the  Public  Worship  Act.  The  object  of  this 
Bill,  as  is  well  known,  was  to  repress  what  were 
considered  the  excesses  of  one  of  the  parties  in  the 
English  Church.     The  Bill  met  with  the  opposition  of 
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several  able  men  in  both  Houses,  apart  altogether 
from  considerations  of  party.  However,  it  was  a  Bill 
for  which  there  was  at  the  moment  a  public  outcry ; 
and  when  its  fate  might  still  be  said  to  some  extent 
to  hang  in  the  balance,  Mr.  Disraeli  intervened  and 
made  a  vehement  speech  in  favour  of  its  proposals. 
"  I  take,"  said  he,  speaking  of  the  purposes  of  the 
measure,  "  the  primary  object  of  this  BiU,  whose 
powers,  if  it  be  enacted,  will  be  applied  and  extended 
impartially  to  all  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  to  be  this, 
— to  put  down  Ritualism."*  And  the  result  of  this 
interference  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Disraeli  was  that  the 
Bill  was  quickly  passed  through  both  Houses,  and 
became  law.  Indeed,  so  violent  was  his  advocacy  of 
this  measure  that  he  went  so  far  as  to  deliver  an 
invective  on  one  of  his  most  important  colleagues. 
He  described  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury,  who  had 
opposed  the  measure,  as  ''  a  master  of  flouts  and  gibes 
and  sneers ; "  *  and  it  is  generally  understood  that  but 
for  some  explanations  on  both  sides  this  speech  would 
have  led  to  the  resignation  of  that  Alinister.  The 
reader  has  not,  I  hope,  forgotten  the  contributions 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  gave  to  the  literature  of  Young 
England.  If  there  be  one  thing  more  than  another 
distinctly  laid  down  in  those  contributions,  it  is  a 
strong  preference  for  that  school  in  the  English  Church 
which  has  developed  into  Ritualism.  I  have  quoted 
several  passages  in  which  some  of  the  most  charac- 
teristic practices  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  are 

♦  Hansard,  8  8.  ccxxi.  78.  ♦  /Wi. 
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spoken  of  with  a  strong  suggestion  of  the  desirabiEty 
of  imitating  them.  I  have  quoted  other  paasages  in 
which  an  elaborate  ritual  is  distinctly  laid  down  as 
one  of  the  greatest  aids  to  devotion.  In  other  words, 
I  think  I  have  shown  clearly  that  the  Young  England 
party,  of  which  Mr.  Disraeli  was  the  leader,  if  not 
the  founder,  was  a  party  which  in  religion  was  in  its 
days  called  Tractarian,  and  in  ours  would  be,  at  leasl^ 
partially  represented  by  what  are  called  Ritualisla 
Another  thing  worthy  of  attenticm  is  that  in  the 
speeches  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  early  manhood,  there 
is  constant  denunciation  of  the  Erastian  system — of 
the  interference  of  the  State  in  the  afiUirs  of  the 
Church.  Yet  this  is  the  man  who  strongly  supports 
a  bill  which  introduces  the  interference  of  the  State 
in  the  affairs  of  the  English  Church  to  a  degree  never 
before  paralleled ;  and  this  is  the  man  who  supports 
a  bill,  the  object  of  which,  in  his  own  words,  is  "  to 
put  down  Ritualism." 

We  all  know  what  the  effects  of  that  measure  ha?e 
been.  A  state  of  distraction  and  of  incessant  quarrel 
has  been  introduced  into  the  English  Church  which  is 
unprecedented  in  its  history.  These  quarrels  have 
been  fought  out  in  public  law  courts  at  great  expense^ 
with  hot  passion  ;  and  where  there  was  before  at  worst 
an  armed  neutrality,  there  is  now  an  internecine  wtr. 
I  say  nothing  as  to  the  question  whether  the  Church 
Establishment  is  or  is  not  a  good  institution ;  but  this 
I  do  say,  that  there  is  no  man  of  sense  who  does  not 
believe  that,  if  it  be  ultimately  disestablished,  one  of 
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the  causes  will  be  tlifl  Public  Worship  Act  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  insisted  on  haviiig  passed.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  prospect  of  such  a  result  would  much  disturb 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  peace  of  mind.  Whatever  the 
result  of  the  bill,  his  conduct  in  the  matter  is 
inexcusable.  He  preached  Ritualism  at  one  time 
when  Ritualism  served  his  ends,  and  he  preached  the 
putting  down  of  Ritualism  when  the  putting  down 
of  Ritualism  suited  his  purposes.  In  both  the  one 
case  and  the  other  he  employed  the  sacred  name  of 
religion  and  men's  spiritual  instincts  for  the  purpose  of 
gratifying  his  own  desires.  I  pass,  without  further 
comment  on  bis  home  action  during  these  years,  to  the 
consideration  of  his  conduct  on  the  Eastern  question.* 

*  It  ia  worth  while,  perbipa,  deTOting  just  ui  alliuion  or  two  in  s  Dot« 
to  M)  occutTOQce  Id  Lord  BeacuDnfield'i  Freinienhip  which  bean  a  atrong 
family  TMemblancH  to  Koms  of  the  other  scU  in  hi>  career  to  which  1 
hare  called  attention.  In  the  oourae  of  the  aeeaion  of  1877  (Jul;  16). 
Mr.  J.  Kulma,  the  nuanber  for  Hackney,  drew  attention  to  the  appoint- 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott  to  the  office  of  Comptroller  of  the  Stationery 
Deportment.  Mr.  Uulma  showed  that  thia  waa  one  of  the  Duuy  depart- 
menta  which  bad  lieeo  invatigated  by  a  special  committee  ■|)poii]ted  in 
1873  "to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  eiivting  principles  and  practice 
which  in  the  ■everal  public  departmeiita  nnd  bodieM  regulate  the  purcliMv 
■ad  aale  oE  materiala  and  atoree."  The  Committee  hod  dixeoverixl  that 
thia  department  bad  been  very  much  miiuuiiiaged.  It  bod  been  token  in 
hand  by  the  Treasury  from  the  year  1674,  and  the  amount  of  waete 
cm  it  m  previous  yean  will  be  judged  frum  the  tact  that  in  the  year 
lS7d  there  *,-bs  a  saving  on  curtain  iteuu  of  the  vote  of  £469,000  of  a 
■um  of  £45,001),  or  nearly  9  po'  c«nt. — (speech  of  Ur.  John  Uulnu, 
Hantard,  3  S.  ccixzv.  1330);  and  according  to  the  information  of  Mr. 
Bolma  an  additional  sariug  of  £25,000  was  anticipated  00  other  voUa  in 
the  fuUuwing  year,  making  altogether  a  saving  of  £70,000;  all  thia  being 
in  the  work  duuu  for  the  Hume  Deportment  alone. — lUd.  The  Select 
Committee,  not  tmnatuislly,  in  the  face  of  such  facts,  recommended  that 
the  bead  of  the  department  should  be  a  person  piacUcallj  as  well  ac- 
quainted with  thetrudeas  if  he  were  a  stationer. — Ih\d.  1332.    Itahould 
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Before  dealing  with  the  policy  which  Lord  Beacons- 
field  pursued  on  this  great  question,  it  will  perhaps 
be  instructive  to  consider  the  dispositions  with  which 

also  be  mentioned  that  up  to  this  time  the  appointinent  to  this  office 
had  been  considered  a  reward  for  literary  servioee  to  a  political  party. 
For  instance,  Sir  Robert  Peel  appointed  to  the  office  the  well-knowB 
Con!»ervative  litterateur y  Mr.  J.  R  M^Culloch ;  and  his  successor,  Mr. 
W.  R.  Greg,  was  also  distinguished  for  the  services  his  pen  had  rendered 
to  political  literature.  On  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Qreg,  Lord  BeaooDi> 
field  had  the  disposal  of  the  office,  and  the  gentleman  on  whom  he  ood* 
f erred  it  was  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott.  It  was  not  easy  to  discover  any  paUie 
reasons  for  such  a  choice.  Mr.  Pigott  was  not  a  distinguished  litoraiy 
man,  and  as  a  civil  servant  **  he  was  one  of  a  hundred  and  one  junior 
clerks  in  the  War  Office,  being  69th  upon  the  list.— 7Mc£.  1332.  Wbst 
mode  the  matter  worse  was  that  the  next  officer  in  rank  to  Mr.  Qt% 
— a  Mr.  Reid — was  generally  regarded  as  a  very  efficient  civil  servant^ 
and,  if  I  be  not  mistaken,  well  qualified  for  the  post.  Mr.  Holms  veiy 
pro})erIy  brought  this  strange  transaction  before  the  House  of  Commoos, 
Bugge8ting  that  the  Premier's  only  reason  for  thus  raising  this  young 
m:iu  to  8uch  ii  good  post  in  the  face  of  the  recent  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee,  and  of  the  strong  grounds  by  .which  these  recommeo- 
dations  were  backed  up,  was  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  son  of  the  late 
rector  of  Hughenden,  who,  he  believed,  with  his  family,  had  rendered 
valuable  assistance  to  the  Premier  {Ibid.  1333).  So  strong  did  the  case 
appear  that  even  in  the  present  House  of  Conmions  a  vote  of  censure  on 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was  carrietl  by  a  majority  of  four  votes — 156  to  151 
Lord  Beaconsfield  ma<le  a  set  speech  in  reply  to  this  speech  ;  ai^ 
indeed,  actually  took  the  trouble  of  announcing  his  purpose  beforehand, 
so  that  he  had  the  gratification  of  having  a  lai^ge  audience.  The 
address  had  an  enormous  success.  According  to  the  Timet  (July  ^, 
1877),  the  speech  "showed"  that  Lord  Beaconsfield*s  ''powers  of 
defence  "  were  '*  not  impaired."  "  The  defence,  we  hasten  to  say," 
wrote  the  DaUy  News  (same  date),  "was  complete."  Let  me  veiy 
briefly  discuss  how  far  those  eulogisms  were  deserved.  The  Premier 
met  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  that  the  Comptroller  should 
be  a  person  acquainted  with  the  stationery  trade  by  the  remark  tW 
if  he  had  to  follow  such  a  reconunendation — "to  appoint  a  staUoner 
or  a  printer,"—"  1  should  have  had  to  appoint  some  person  who  had 
retired  from  business,  or  some  person  from  whom  businesa  had  re- 
tired."— Ibid,  1480  (?).  Of  course  the  House  laughed  ;  it  is  not  hazd, 
however,  to  show — if  it  be  necessary  to  deal  serioualy  with  such  tiiflixig— 
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he  would  approach  its  consideration.  One  of  the 
most  remarkable  phenomena  in  the  course  of  the  war 
between  Russia  and  Turkey  was  the  extraordinary 

that  this  answer  is  no  answer  at  all.     One  need  not  be  a  stationer  on 
one*8  own  account  to  know  all  about  stationery  ;  a  clerk  in  a  stationer's 
shop  on  80«.  a  week  may  know  the  business  quite  as  well  as  the  master 
stationer  himself.     How  few  managers  of  stationers'  establishments  in 
London  would  not  have  been  delighted  to  get  Mr.  Pigott's  place  ?   Lord 
Beaconsfield  is  too  great  a  man,  of  course,  to  know  anything  of  the 
feelings  with  which  ordinary  beings  regard  £800  a  year  ;  accordingly  he 
■peaks  of  that  income  as  something  beneath  contempt.     Other  people — 
who  have  not  the  Premier's  lofty  notions — know  that  a  permanent  salary 
of  £800  under  Qovemment,   and  with  a  pension,  would  secure  the 
highest  ability  in  the  ranks  of  clerks.     Let  us  pass  on  to  the  more 
personal  and  interesting  part  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  narrative.     Answer- 
ing the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Holms  that  the  appointment  was  due  to  his 
acquaintance  with  Mr.  Pigott  and  his  father,  Lord  Beaconsfield  declared 
that  he  had  no  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Pigott.   "  I  do  not  know 
him,"  said  the  Premier,  "even  by  sight,"  {Ibid,  1486)  ;  and  as  to  his 
father,  the  answer  was  still  more  triumphant.     "Thirty  years  ago," 
said  Lord  Beaconsfield,  "  there  was  a  vicar  in  my  parish  of  the  name 
of  Pigott,  and  he  certainly  was  the  father  to  Mr.  Digby  Pigott.  .... 
Shortly  after  I  succeeded  to  that  property  Mr.  Pigott  gave  up  his  living, 
and  retired  to  a  distant  county.     I  have  never  had  any  relations  wiUi 
him.    With  regard  to  our  intimate  friendship  and  his  electioneering 
assistance,  all  I  know  of  his  interference  in  county  elections  is,  that 
before  he  departed  from  the  county  of  Buckingham  he  rtgistfred  a  vote 
agaiiut  me.'* — Ibid.  1485.  The  assertion  with  regard  to  young  Mr.  Pigott 
may  be  correct ;  as  may  also  another  statement  Lord  Beaconsfield  made 
witii  regard  to  him,  that  he  owed  the  place,  not  to  Lord  Beaconsfield's  own 
motion,  but  to  the  recommendation  of  "  a  gentleman  who  has  as  large 
an  experience  of  public  business  in  our  public  ofifices  as  probably  any 
living  person." — Ibid.  1485.      It  is  rather  remarkable,  however,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — though  doubtless  he  has  not  "  as  large  an 
experience  of  ])ublic  business  in  our  public  office "  as  the  mysterious 
person  whom  Lord  Beaconsfield  dangles  before  our  awed  imaginations 
— ^taking  care  not  to  mention  his  name  ; — it  is  rather  remarkable,  I 
say,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  as 
"having watched  his,"  Mr.  Pigott's,  ** career  with  some  interest  on  account 
of  his  connexion  with  a  former  vicar  of  Hughenden."— /6wi.  1339.     Sir 
Stafford  Nurthcote,  however,  may  have  misunderstood  his  chief ;  and 
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unanimity  with  which  the  Jews  of  eveiy  part  of  the 
world  took  the  side  of  the  Sultan  against  the  Czar. 
People  living  within  the  same  frontiers,  speaking 
the  same  language,  professing  the  same  creed,  wiUi 
exactly  the  same  interests,  have  held  the  most  oppo- 
site views  upon  this  Russo-Turkish  question.  In  this 
country — to  take  the  most  striking  example — the 
people,  agreed  for  the  most  part  on  the  main  question 
of  religion,  of  the  same  race,  with  the  same  great 
interests  to  conserve,  differed  with  a  bitterness  almoei 
unexampled  in  their  domestic  or  in  their  foreign  con- 
troversies. But  here  are  the  Jews,  dispersed  over 
every  part  of  the  globe,  speaking  different  tongaes, 
divided  in  nearly  every  sympathy, — separated,  in  feet, 
by  everything  that  can  separate  man,  except  the  one 

Lord  Beaconftfield's  account  may  be  correct  with  respect  to  Mr.  Pigott 
juuior.  But  there  ia  no  such  eecai)e  for  him  with  respect  to  Mr.  Piguct 
senior.  He  declares  that  that  gentleman  voted  against  him.  The  odIt 
elections  for  Bucks  at  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  opposed  were  in  1852 
and  1874.  At  the  latter  contest,  Mr.  Pigott  could  not  vote  either  for  or 
against  Mr.  Dismeli,  for  he  was  dead ;  he  died  on  December  10,  1S52 
{Gentleman's  Magazine.  N.S.,  xxxix.  327) ;  in  the  former  contest  he  did 
not  vote  at  all.  (I  nttite  this  on  the  authority  of  an  extract  from  thtf 
polling-book,  with  which  Mr.  Holms  has  supplied  me.)  Indeed  it  would 
have  been  hard  for  Mr.  Pigott  to  have  voted  against  Lord  Beaconsfield 
at  the  time,  seeing  that  he  had  been  before  the  occurrence  of  the  election 
appointed  to  the  living  of  Ashwellthorpe  with  Wreningham,  in  Norfolk. 
("  Clergy  List  for  1862,"  211.)  And  Lord  BeaconsBeld,  as  the  patron 
of  the  li\'ing  of  Hughenden,  had  i^pointed  Mr.  C.  W.  Chubbe  as  Mr. 
Pigott' s  successor  the  year  before  the  election  took  place. — Ibid.  101 
Accordingly  he  had  the  best  reason  for  knowing  the  facts.  I  have 
shown,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Pigott,  who  according  to  Lord  BeaoonsfieM 
had  voted  against  him,  had  never  voted  for  or  against  him  ;  and  that 
Lord  Beaconsfield  ha<l  most  excellent  reasons  for  knowing  this.  With 
this,  and  the  other  facts  I  have  stated,  the  reader  will  judge  how  ftf 
Lord  Beaconsfield  deserved  the  encomiums  his  explanation  reoeivsd. 
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point  of  race, — all  united  in  their  feelings   on  this 

great  contest  I 

It  is  not  very  hard  to  .understand  this  preference. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Turk  gives  ordinarily  to  his 
subjects  a  contemptuous  toleration,  while  the  Russian 
Government  is  known  to  be  even  still  one  of  the  most 
determined  oppressors  of  the  Jewish  race.    But  this 
is  not  the  only  or  perhaps  even  the  deepest  cause  of 
this  phenomenon.    For  many  ages — more  in  the  past 
than  in  the  present,  of  course — there  has  been  among 
large  sections  of  the  Jews  the  strongest  sympathy 
with  the  Mohammedan  peoples.     A  common  enemy  is 
a  great  bond  of  friendship,  and  as  the  Christian  was 
equally  the  enemy  of  the  Mohammedan  and  the  Jew, 
they  were  thereby  brought  into  a  certain  alliance 
with  one  another.     This  alliance  has  been  most  close 
on  many  occasions.     In  the  time  of  the  Crusaders, 
the   Jews  were  the   friends  who  aided   the  Moham- 
medans in  keeping  back   the   tide  of  Christian   in- 
vasion which  was  floating  against  the  E^t,  and  in 
Spain  the  Jews  were  the  constant  friends  and  allies 
of  the  Moorish  against  the  Christian  inhabitants  of 
the  country.     The  alliance  must  hfl^ve  been  very  close 
in  the  past  indeed  to  have   left  such    deep  traces 
behind. 

Now  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  prove  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  treated  this  whole  question  from  the  stand 
point  of  the  Jew.     I  find  in  several  of  his  works  these 
feelings  of  kinsmanship  between  the  Mussulman  and 
the  Jew  distinctly  laid  down.  In  "  Coningsby,"  Sidonia 
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— the  representative  Jew — insists  on  this  affinity  be- 
tween the  two  races,  and  the  community  of  their 
interests  against  those  of  the  Christian,  over  and  oVer 
again.  And  be  it  remarked  that  these  passages  were 
written  so  far  back  as  1842,  when  there  can  be  little 
doubt  that  Mr.  Disraeli  was  writing — so  far  as  he 
could  write  anything — without  any  possibility  of  fore- 
seeing the  events  of  the  last  two  years.  They,  there- 
fore, may  be  taken  as  the  expressions  of  his  genuine 
feelings  upon  the  question ;  and  his  general  view  then 
upon  this  question  of  Turkey  is  that  as  a  Jew  he  is 
a  kinsman  of  the  Turk,  and  that,  as  a  Jew,  he  feeb 
bound  to  make  common  cause  with  the  Turk  against 
the  Christian  * 

*  The  panaages  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  works  in  which  he  expreaw* 
this  Htrong  feeling  of  the  kinsmanship  of  the  Jew  and  the  Mohammeduii 
and  their  Inmd  of  hate  against  the  Christian,  are  innumerable.  I  oo 
here  only  give  a  few  of  the  most  prominent.  Thus,  in  "  CoiiingsbT,"  ^ 
describes  the  Saracens  of  Spain  as  probably  descendants  of  some  of  theloet 
tribes  of  Israel.  "  Whence,"  he  writes,  "  came  those  Mosaic  Arabss  wh«e 
passage  across  the  Strait  from  Africa  to  Europe  long  preceded  the 
invasion  of  the  Mohammedan  Arabs,  it  is  now  impossible  to  ascertAin. 
Their  traditions  tell  us  that  from  time  immemorial  they  had  sojouned 
in  Africa  ;  and  it  is  not  improbable  that  they  may  have  been  tk 
descendants  of  some  of  the  earlier  dispersions,  like  those  Hehreir 
colonies  that  we  find  in  China,  and  who  probably  emigrated  from  Persa 
in  the  <Liys  of  the  great  monarchies." — (New  edition,  209.)  Then  be 
proceeds  to  clearly  trace  how  those  descendants  of  a  common  stoA 
were,  in  spite  of  their  difference  of  creed,  brought  more  doeely  together 
by  the  persecuting  spirit  of  the  Christians.  "  There  is  no  doubt,"  writ* 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  "  the  Council  of  Toledo  led,  as  directly  as  the  lu»t 
of  Roderick,  to  the  invasion  of  Spain  by  the  Moslemin  Arabs.  The 
Jewish  population,  suffering  under  the  most  sanguinary  and  atroci(^ 
persecution,  looked  to  their  sympathising  brethren  of  the  Crescent,  whose 
camps  already  gleamed  on  the  opposite  shore.  The  overthrow  of  the 
Gothic  kingdoms  was  as  much  achieved  by  the  superior  information  whick 
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And  mark  the  magnificent  prospect  which  uAfolded 
itself  before  the  eyes  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  this  con- 
troversy !  Here  he  was — the  ruler  of  a  great  Christian 
empire — to  some  extent  the  arbiter  of  the  destinies  of 
all  the  Christian  countries  of  Europe !    Would  not  the 

the  SaracenB  received  from  their  suffering  kinsmen,  as  by  the  resistless 
valour  of  the  Desert.  The  Saracen  kingdoms  were  established.  That 
fair  and  unrivalled  civilisation  arose  which  preserved  for  Europe  arts  and 
letters  when  Christendom  w^as  plunged  in  darkness.  The  children  of 
Irthmael  rewarded  the  children  of  Israel  with  equal  rights  and  privil^es 
with  themselves.  During  these  halcyon  centuries,  it  is  difficult  to 
distinguish  the  follower  of  Moses  from  the  votary  of  Blahomet.  Both 
alike  built  palaces,  gardens,  and  fountains,  filled  equally  the  highest 
offices  of  the  State,  competed  in  an  extensive  and  enlightened  commerce, 
and  rivalled  each  other  in  renowned  universities." — Ibid.  209-10.  This 
is  followed  by  a  passage  in  which  the  persecutions  of  the  Inquisition 
are  graphically  described ;  and  then  comes  the  question — "  Where  is 
Spain  ?  Its  fall,  its  unparalleled  and  its  irremediable  fall,  is  mainly  to 
be  attributed  to  the  expulsion  of  that  large  portion  of  its  subjects,  the 
most  industrious  and  intelligent,  who  traced  their  origin  to  the  Mosaic 
and  Mohammedan  Arabs"  (212).  In  "Tancred"  we  have  the  same 
ideas  reproduced  :  let  a  few  quotations  suflBce.  "  *  Then  how  do  you 
know  that  Mahomet  was  not  inspired?'  said  Fakredeen.  'Far  be  it 
from  me  to  impugn  the  divine  commission  of  any  of  the  seed  of  Abra- 
ham,' replied  Tancred  ;  *'  there  are  doctors  of  our  Church  who  recognise 
the  sacred  office  of  Mahomet,  though  they  hold  it  to  be,  what  divine 
commissions,  with  the  great  exception,  have  ever  been — limited  and 
local.'  '  Qod  ^2A  never  spoken  to  a  European  ?'  said  Fakredeen,  in- 
quiringly. 'Never!'" — (New  edition,  261.)  And  in  another  place 
occurs  this  passage :  "  On  the  top  of  Mount  Sinai  are  two  ruins — a 
Christian  church  and  a  Mohammedan  mosque.  In  this,  the  sublimest 
scene  of  Arabian  glory,  Israel  and  Ishmael  alike  raised  their  altars  to 
the  great  God  of  Abraham.  Why  are  they  in  ruins?" — Ihid.  289. 
Those  passages  alone,  I  think,  would  suffice  to  show  the  truth  of  my 
argument,  that  the  Eastern  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  a  Hebrew — 
or,  to  use  what  he  himself  considers  the  proper  name  for  the  two 
peoples,  different  in  creeds  but  alike  in  race — was  an  Arab  policy. 
People  who  will  persist  in  thinking  that  it  was  an  English  policy  can 
only  be  those  who  have  not  read  Lord  Bcaconsfield's  works,  or  who, 
having  read,  have  not  intelligence  to  interi>i'et  them. 
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shame  of  Israel  be  indeed  blotted  out,  and  its  glory 
reach  a  sublimer  height  than  it  had  ever  touched  even 
in  its  stupendous  past,  if  in  the  nineteenth  century 
of  Christendom — this  nineteenth  century  of  Jewish 
persecutioi^  Jewish  degradation,  Jewish  humiliation 
by  Christians,  a  single  Jew  could  mould  the  whole 
policy  of  Christendom  to  Jewish  aims, — could  make  it 
friendly  to  the  friends  and  hostile  to  the  foes  of  Judsea! 
And  would  not  this  magnificent  triumph  be  the 
sublimer  to  the  mind  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  if  it  could 
be  carried  out  under  the  guise  of  serving  the  interest 
of  the  Christians  themselves  ?  I  have  said  that  the 
great  ideal  of  Lord  Bcaconsfield*s  youth  and  manhood, 
the  ideal  he  bodies  forth  in  aU  his  earlier  and  sin- 
cerer  utterances,  was  that  of  triumphant  imposture. 
To  deceive  mankind,  to  make  them  his  game,  to  play 
upon  their  passions  without  feeling  them,  to  triQe  wiA 
their  most  sacred  interests  so  as  to  advance  his  own— 
this  was  the  sublime  goal  which  he  set  for  himself  in 
his  youth.  And  thus  his  position  as  English  Premier 
in  this  Russo-Turkish  war  offered  to  him  an  oppor- 
tunity for  attaining  a  more  sublime  triumph  for  his 
sympathies  and  antipathies  as  a  Jew,  and  his  longings 
as  a  man,  than  had  ever  yet  presented  itself,  even  in 
his  singularly  prosperous  and  distinguished  career. 

But  those  were  not  the  only  reasons  which  inclined 
Lord  Beaconsfield  to  take  the  side  of  the  Turk.  It  is 
not  in  accordance  with  my  view  of  his  character  to 
imagine  that  even  his  strongest  and  sincerest  sympa- 
thies, or  his  most  eager  desires,  would  be  allowed  by 
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him  to  interfere  with  his  interests.  In  this  case,  how- 
ever, with  that  clearness  of  perception  which  I  grant 
him  in  all  things  affecting  himself — as  he  never  thinks 
of  anything  else  but  self,  it  is  no  wonder  that  his 
perception  of  his  own  interests  should  be  clear — he 
saw  that  his  interests  and  his  desires  jumped  together. 
For  a  time,  it  certainly  did  seem  that  there  was  an- 
tagonism between  the  two.  The  tempest  of  manly 
horror  and  just  anger  which  passed  over  the  country 
in  the  autumn  of  1876,  for  a  period  seemed  destined 
to  submerge  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  everybody  else,  who 
was  on  the  side  of  the  Turk.  But  Lord  Beaconsfield 
knows  the  English  people  :  it  is  a  knowledge  of  which 
he  often  boasts ;  and  the  boast  is  made  in  the  tone  of 
the  foreigner  who  is  eyeing  with  tolerant  contempt 
from  the  easy  height  of  his  own  superior  blood  the 
vagaries  of  an  eccentric,  vulgar,  if  not  barbarous  race. 
And  that  is  the  view  of  every  genuine  Jew  for  the 
Christian  people  among  whom  he  lives.  He  bows 
down  within  the  recesses  of  his  heart  before  his  own 
people,  as  still,  if  not  the  chosen  of  God,  yet  as  im- 
measurably supreme  among  men;  and  other  nations 
are  but  the  mushroom  races,  whose  fathers  were  bar- 
barians when  Judsea  was  the  land  of  civilization.  Let 
me  not  be  misunderstood.  I  am  not  blaming  the  Jew 
for  feeling  thus.  The  feeling  is  most  natural.  The 
Jew  can  look  back  to  a  most  glorious  past;  and  it 
is  the  more  natural  that  he  should  feed  his  imagina- 
tion on  the  glories  of  that  past,  because  of  the  lowly 
position  to  which  the  rise  of  Christianity  has  reduced 
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his  race.  I  am  only  pointing  out  how  this  feeling 
oi)eratod  on  the  mind  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  when  deal- 
ing with  the  affairs  of  the  finglish  people.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  important  factors  in  the  case,  without  the 
considemtion  of  which  the  case  cannot  be  understood ; 
and  it  is  for  this  reason,  and  not  from  any  share 
in  vulgar  bigotry  myself  nor  any  desire  to  excite  it 
in  others,  that  I  speak  of  it  in  dealing  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  conduct  during  the  Russo-Turkish  war.* 

*  Everybody  knows  that  Lord  Beaconsfield's  works  teem  with 
paA«^tges  in  which  the  superiority  of  the  Jewish  to  all  other  races  is 
preiiched.  I  have  given  passages  enough  already  from  his  works  on 
that  |K>int.  I  propose  now  to  add  a  few  which  prove  that  this  reepect 
for  his  own  race  is  accompanied  with  its  natural  complement  of  coo- 
tianpt  for  other  races.  He  makes  Sidonia  over  and  over  again  declare 
that  he  would  not  contaminate  his  pure  Jewish  blood  by  mingling  it 
with  the  impure  blooil  of  the  Gentile.  Take  this  passage,  for  instance  : 
Sidonia  itxpiitur.'  "  He  calls  me  his  cousin  ;  he  is  a  Nuevo  of  the 
fourteenth  century.  Verj'  orthodox  ;  but  the  tone  of  the  old  land  and 
the  old  language  have  come  out  in  him,  as  they  will,  though  his  blood 
is  no  longer  <*lejir,  but  hiw  been  modified  by  many  Gothic  into"- 
marriages,  which  was  never  our  case.  We  are  pure  Sephardim."— 
Tanrred,  new  edition,  125.  So  Jewish  blood  is  spoken  of  :  take  thii 
f<»r  a  K[)ecimen  of  the  way  the  Gentiles  are  discussed.  "We  ought 
never  to  be  surprised  at  anything  that  is  done  by  the  English,"  observed 
Fakredeen  ;  "  who  are,  after  all,  in  a  wrtain  sense,  savages." — Ibid. 
43t)-7.  These  words  Lord  Beaconsfield  puts  into  the  mouth  of  eoe 
of  his  chanicters  ;  but  here  is  the  way  he  speaks  in  his  own  person  of 
the  nations  of  Christendom.  "  And  yet  some  flat-noeed  Frank,  full 
of  liUfltle  and  puffed  up  with  self-conceit  (a  race  spawned  perhaps  in 
the  morartses  of  some  northern  forest  hardly  yet  cleared),  talkf  of 
Progre^«  I " — Ibid.  226-7.  1  must  content  myself  with  giving  these 
pm^iges  in  this  place  ;  there  are  scores  of  others  of  a  like  import 
thr«)iighout  his  works.  These  words  of  contempt  for  the  Christians  were 
written  before  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  attained  to  any  great  eminence 
among  Christians.  If  he  despised  them  before  he  was  one  of  their 
rulers,  hc»w  much  more  must  he  do  so  since  they  became  his  subjects  ; 
and  especially  since  they  allowed  him  to  fight  the  battle  of  Judaea  while 
they  persisted  in  thinking  it  was  the  battle  of  England ! 
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To  resume,  then.  Lord  Beaconsfield  boasts  of  his 
knowledge  of  the  English  people.  Acting  on  that 
knowledge,  he  calculated  that  the  new  and  suddenly 
awakened  sympathy  for  the  Bulgarians  might  be  made 
to  pass  away  in  time,  and  to  give  way  to  the  older 
and  more  firmly  rooted  feeling  of  hatred  to  Russia. 
He  knew  that  hate  of  Russia  was  one  of  the  most 
deeply  rooted  feelings  in  the  English  mind,  and  he 
knew  also  that  in  the  circumstances  of  the  two  empires, 
abundant  grounds  of  plausible  appearance  could  be 
given  for  justifying  this  hate.  That  calculation, 
which  was  not  very  flattering  to  the  good  sense  of 
the  English  public  mind,  unfortunately  proved  too 
true.  The  history  of  Lord  Palmerston's  almost  dic- 
tatorial years  of  reign  while  he  was  in  hopeless  oppo- 
sition, were  also  not  lost  upon  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
During  those  years,  as  I  have  shown,  he  had  preached 
incessantly  the  creed  of  non-intervention  in  European 
quarrels,  and  that  creed  had  been  preached  to  the  wind ; 
while  during  the  same  period  Lord  Palmerston  had  been 
preaching  the  opposite  gospel  of  active  intervention  and 
active  hate  of  Russia,  and  had  prospered  upon  it.  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  too,  knew  the  English  people  sufficiently 
to  calculate  that  appeals  to  the  passions  of  hate,  of 
deBance,  of  lust  of  conquest,  would  not  be  made  in 
vain.  There  is  no  nation,  indeed,  which  is  not  ready 
to  yield  to  these  passions  if  they  be  played  on  by  a 
skilful  master  in  favourable  circumstances.  As  Lord 
Granville  said  with  remarkable  sagacity  in  answer  to 
a  deputation  during  the  Russo-Turkish  complications, 
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it  is  not  possible  for  any  Opposition  to  prevent  a 
Government  from  going  to  war  that  has  determined 
upon  doing  it.  War,  as  he  justly  said,  can  be  created 
by  an  appeal  to  feelings  which  are  sometimes  veiy 
noble,  and  sometimes  very  base.  And  so  a  tempest 
of  public  passion  can  be  manufactured  against  which 
the  dictates  of  sense  and  justice  are  absolutely  im- 
potent. These  three,  then,  appear  to  me  the  chief 
motives  which  dictated  the  whole  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  policy  during  the  Russo-Turkish  war:  first, 
the  desire  to  carry  out  a  Hebrew  policy ;  secondly, 
the  desire  to  carry  out  that  policy  with  the  aid  of 
Christendom;  and  thirdly,  the  belief  that  hatred  of 
Russia  and  an  appeal  to  warlike  passions  were  the 
cards  most  likely  to  turn  up  trumps  in  the  game  of 
politics. 

I  now  proceed  to  point  out  how,  as  it  appears  to 
me.  Lord  Bcaconsfield  played  his  game.  It  will  not 
be  expected  of  me  that,  on  a  controversy  so  recent,  I 
should  enter  into  into  anything  like  lengthy  details. 
It  will  be  sufficient  for  my  present  purposes  if  I 
simply  touch  upon  landmarks  in  the  long-continued 
controversy. 

The  beginning,  as  everybody  knows,  of  the  great 
events  that  culminated  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  was  a 
small  insurrection  in  the  provinces  of  Bosnia  and 
Herzegovina.  The  first  important  intervention  of  the 
English  Government  in  respect  of  this  insurrection 
took  place  in  August,  1875,  when  the  then  Foreign 
Minister  requested  Austiia,  Servia,  and  Montenegro  to 
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assist  in  putting  down  the  insurrection.'*'  Shortly  after 
this  came  the  proposal  that  the  Consuls  of  the  different 
powers  should  proceed  to  the  scene  of  the  insurrection, 
and  endeavour  to  restore  tranquillity.  To  this  pro- 
posal Lord  Beaconsfield's  Government  consented  with 
reluctance,  and  only  finally  consented  at  the  desire 
of  the  Turkish  Government  itself.  The  Premier,  too, 
laid  down  distinctly  that  the  proper  policy  of  England 
in  this  quarrel  between  Turkey  and  her  subjects 
was  that  of  strict  non-intervention.  The  status  quo 
in  Turkey  should  be  maintained,  and  the  duty  of  the 
English  Government  was  to  "deprecate  interference 
with  its  condition,"  in  order  to  allow  Turkey  and  its 
subjects,  in  the  course  of  time, ''  to  find  that  condition 
which  suited  them  bestf  The  plain  interpretation 
of  these  words  is  that  Turkey  and  her  rebellious 
subjects  should  be  allowed  to  fight  it  out  until  Turkey 
had  succeeded  in  crushing  the  rebels.  The  mission 
of  the  Consuls  failed,  as  it  had  a  right  to  fail ;  and 
the  next  proposal  came  in  the  shape  of  the  Andrassy 
Note.  This  Note,  as  is  known,  was  drawn  up  by  the 
Ministers  of  Austria,  Germany,  and  Russia,  and  pro- 
posed nothing  greater  than  the  establishment  of  com- 
plete religious  liberty,  the  abolition  of  tax  farming,  a 
change  in  the  government  of  Bosnia  and  Herzogovina, 
the  appointment  of  a  mixed  commission  of  Mussulmans 

♦  In  deacribing  the  earlier  stages  of  the  Eastern  Question,  I  have 
followed  the  guidance  of  Mr.  Sedley  Taylor,  in  his  excellent  pamphlet 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Ministry  on  the  Eastern  Question. 

t  Hansard,  3  S.  ccxzxi.  206. 
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and  Christians  to  carry  out  those  reforms,  and  the 
iinj>rovement  of  the  state  of  the  rural  population. 
To  this  Note  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Government  gave  an 
assent  which  amounted  to  almost  neutralising  its 
effects,  and  there  was  in  Constantinople  the  "most 
lively  satisfaction"  thereupon.  The  Note  was  de- 
livered, the  Porte  promised  to  obey  its  commands,  and 
nothing  was  done.  In  May,  another  attempt  was 
made  to  bring  about  satisfactory  relations  between 
Turkey  and  her  subjects,  and  this  time  it  took  the 
shape  of  the  Berlin  Memorandum.  The  proposals  of 
this  document,  like  those  in  the  Andrassy  Note,  were 
of  a  most  mild  character.  They  were  simply  that 
there  should  be  an  armistice  for  two  months  between 
the  insurgents  and  the  Porte,  and  that  during  this 
period  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  produce  the 
return  of  peace.  Among  the  bases  for  negotiations 
was  laid  down  the  not  very  extravagant  demand 
that  the  Porte  should  find  materials  to  rebuild  the 
houses  and  churches  of  the  refugees  which  had  been 
destroyed.  It  must  be  remembered,  too,  that  even 
this  hist  modest  suggestion  was  only  a  suggestion, 
and  not  a  demand.  To  this  Note,  drawn  up  by 
Germany  in  union  with  Austria  and  Russia,  the 
French  and  Italian  Governments  formed  so  little 
objection  that  they  sent  their  adhesion  by  telegraph. 
The  English  Government,  however,  as  everybody 
knows,  refused  their  adhesion;  and  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
enabled,  accordingly,  to  announce  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  gleeful  satisfaction,  that  the  Note  would 
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never  be  presented.*  And  this  decision  was  main- 
tained notwithstanding  the  most  earnest  remonstrances 
of  all  the  other  powera  The  Italian  Foreign  Minister 
regretted  the  decision  of  the  English  Ministry.  The 
French  Foreign  Minister  expressed  "surprise  and 
regret."  Prince  GortschakoflF  also  "deeply  regretted" 
it.  Count  Andrassy  was  ready  to  delay  the  proposals 
in  the  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
still  be  induced  to  give  their  co-operation ;  and  Prince 
Bismarck  expressed  his  readiness  to  accept  any  reason- 
able amendment  in  the  Memorandum  the  English 
Government  might  propose.  But  all  those  appeals 
were  in  vain.  Mr.  Disraeli  succeeded  in  breaking  up 
the  European  concert,  and  in  retaining  for  the  Turkish 
Government  the  right  to  proceed  in  its  own  way  of 
dealing  with  its  subjects  who  were  at  peace  and  at 
war  with  her.  Meantime,  Turkey  and  its  subjects 
were  following  out  the  advice  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  were 
endeavouring  "to  find  that  condition  which  suited 
both  of  them  best."  The  Berlin  Memorandum  was 
communicated  on  May  13,  and  was  rejected  on  May  19, 
by  the  English  Government;  it  was  during  this  period 
that  a  portion  of  the  Bulgarian  massacres  took  place. 
The  reader  may .  start  back  in  the  thought  that  I 
am  going  to  inflict  upon  him  that  oft-repeated  tale 
of  horror  heaped  upon  hoiTor.  But  I  cannot  wholly 
shirk  the  disagreeable  question,  whether  it  be  pala- 
table or  not.  I  can  only  promise  to  be  as  brief  as 
I  can.    The  reports  of  those  hoiTors  began  to  make 

*  Hansard,  3  S.  ccxxiz.  1521. 
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their  appearance  on  June  23,  in  the  Daily  News, 
Mr.  Disraeli  was  questioned  as  to  these  reports  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  his  invariable  reply  was  to 
throw  doubt  on  tlieir  containing  anything  like  an 
approach  to  the  truth.  On  July  10,  1876,  he  declared 
that  "  the  Government  was  in  constant  communication 
with  the  Consuls  at  Belgrade,  Ragusa,  Chettinge,  and 
other  places;"*  and  from  none  of  these  places  had 
come  the  information  which  confirmed  the  statement 
of  the  Daily  News.  It  was  immediately  pointed  out 
to  him  by  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  that  none  of  the  three 
places  he  had  named  were  in  Turkey  at  all,  and  that 
the  nearest  of  them  was  200  miles  from  the  scene  of 
the  alleged  massacres  in  Turkey.  Had  the  Govern- 
ment, Mr.  Ashley  pertinently  asked,  received  any 
information  from  their  Consul  at  Adrianople  or 
Philippopolis  ?  Mr.  Disraeli's  answer  was  that  the 
Government  was  in  "constant  communication"  with 
the  Consuls,  not  only  in  the  places  he  had  named, 
but  also  "with  those  at  the  places  in  the  Turkish 
dominions  to  which  the  hon.  member  for  Poole 
(Mr.  E.  Ashley)  had  referred,  but  that  in  none  of 
these  communications  had  any  of  thase  details  been 
mentioned.!  This  was  most  important  information. 
Philippopolis,  one  of  the  towns  named  by  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley,  was  almost  at  the  door  of  the  place  where 
these  massacres  were  said  to  have  taken  place.  If, 
therefore,  the  Consul  posted  there  had  reported  that 
there  were  no  massacres,  his  evidence  was  almost  a 

♦  Hansard,  3  8.  ccxxx.  1181.  +  Ibid.  1186. 
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complete  refutation  of  the  whole  story.  What  will 
be  thought  of  Mr.  Disraeli  when  the  reader  hears 
that  there  was  no  Consul  at  Philippopolis  to  hold 
communication  with  the  Government — -'constant  or 
otherwise  ?  * 

On  July  17,  Mr.  Disraeli  was  again  questioned  as 
the  truth  of  the  shocking  reports  that  were  still 
appearing  in  the  Daily  News.  Again  his  answer  was 
of  a  reassuring  character,  and  he  went  out  of  the  way 
to  say  that  the  Circassians  who  were  charged  with 
these  horrible  doings  were  a  maligned  raca  They  had 
"lived  peacefully  for  twenty  years,"  "their  conduct 
has  been  satisfEictory,  and  there  has  been  no  imputation 
upon  them  of  savage  or  turbulent  behaviour.  They 
have  cultivated  farms  and  built  villages,  and  during 
the  whole  period  I  think  there  has  been  no  complaint 
of  these  men."t  Astonishing  as  was  this  picture  of 
the  gentle  Circassian,  it  was  more  astonishing  to  find 
that  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  the  very  speech  in  which  he  made 
this  statement  with  regard  to  them,  quoted  a  despatch 
from  Sir  Henry  Elliot  in  which  that  notoriously  Turco- 
phile  diplomatist  declai*ed  that  there  "  is  evidence  that 
the  employment  of  Circassians  and  Bashi-Bazouks  had 
led  to  the  atrocities  which  were  to  be  ejcpected!*  J 

♦  This  fact  comes  out  in  a  despatch  which  Sir  H.  Elliot  writes 
to  Lord  Derby.  In  this  despatch  Sir  H.  Elliot  says :  •*  Since  I 
wrote  my  preceding  despatch,  the  Greek  Minister  has  called 
upon  me,  and  spoke  of  a  report  he  had  received  from  his  Consul  at 
Philippopolis  where  there  there  is  no  British  Consular  Agent." — 
Turkey,  No.  3,  1876.    539. 

t  Hansard,  3  S.  ccxxx.  1488.  %  Ibid,  1489. 
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This  is  the  place  to  speak  of  the  evidence  with 
regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the  correspondence  in 
the  Daihj  News  to  which  Mr.  Disraeli  gave  the  replies 
I  have  described.  These  replies  were  given,  as  has 
been  seen,  in  July.  It  is  now  plainly  proved  from  the 
public  papers  that  from  May  onwards  the  Government 
had  been  in  the  receipt  of  despatches  which  warned 
them  that  the  Bashi-Bazouks  and  Circassians  were 
about  to  be  employed  in  putting  down  the  so-called 
Bulgarian  insurrection,  and  that  horrible  atrocities 
were  to  be  expected  as  a  result  of  the  employment  of 
those  irregulars.* 

*  I  quote  the  quotations  in  Mr.  Sedley  Taylor's  pamphlet. 

M.    Kyrirtt7..   Eaki-Zagra,    to    Vice-Conaul    Duhois    (reoeired   hj 
Lord  Derby  May   19):  "The  Governor-General  of  the  vilayet  has 
telegraphed  to  the  Eaimakam  of  Lazara  to  arm  all  the  Mnssulmans* 
and  to  make  them  patrol  the  towns  throughout  the  night,  to  avert 
any  attack  to  be  feared  on  the  part  of  the  Bulgarians.  ...  I  believe  I 
am  fulfilling  a  duty  in  .  .  .  calling  your  attention  to  the  impradenoe 
of  the  mciisurea  taken  by  the  Government  in  arming  all  the  Mussul- 
mans, who,  as  they  are  well  known  in  this  neighbourhood  to  be  of 
the  most  savage  disposition,  will  be  guilty  of  every  kind  of  excess." 
—Turkey,  No.  3  (1876),  No.  252,  Enclosure  2  in   No.  272.      Vice- 
Consul  Dupuis,  Adrianople,  to  Sir  U.  Elliot  (received  by  Lord  Derby 
May  23)  :  *'  1  likewise  inform  your  Excellency  that  the  local  antho* 
rities,  as  well  as  the  Turkish  Beys  here,  are  displaying  great  activity 
in  the  enrolment  of  Bashi-Bazouks  and  other  volunteers."  .  .  .  **1 
hear  that  in  conse(iuence  of  the  disorders  said  to  have   been  com- 
mitted by  the  Bai^hi-Bazouks,  the  bazaars  and  shops  in  Philippo])otie 
and  Tatar-Bazardjik  are  closed,  aud  the  inhabitants  are  leaving  in 
numbers.  ...  A  friend  of  mine,  who  returned  last  night,  tells  me 
that   the  state  of  the  coimtry  between  Philippopolis,  Bellova,  and 
Otleukeuis  is  deplorable  to  behold ;  that  villages  are  burning  in  all 
directions  of  the  compjiss ;    that  in  consequence  of  ignorance  and 
apathy  on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  functionaries  the  greatest  disorder 
and  confusion  prevails  there.     It  is  reported  that  while  gunpowder  is 
being  openly  sold  to  the  Turkish  inhabitants  in  this  city,  it  is  refused  to 
the  Christians.*' — Und.,  Enclosure  1  in  No.  289.   Same  to  same :  **  Hadji 
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The  most  remarkable  of  these  despatches  were  two 
of  Consul  Heade,  of  Rustchuk,  which  were  received  by 
Lord  Derby  on  Juno  2  and  7  respectively.  In  the 
first  of  these  despatches  the  Consul  remarks  that  the 
'' arming  of  the  Mussulmans  and  Circassians  in  the 
Vilayet,  and  the  letting  loose  of  the  latter  on  the  Bul- 
garians simply  reported  to  be  in  revolt,"  was  a  "grave 
matter."  "  The  lawless  character  of  these  Circassians," 
said  Consul  Reade,  "is  notorious; — they  are  not  to  be 
trusted  at  any  time  ;  to  employ  them,  therefore,  in  the 
way»I  have  stated  at  the  present  moment,  is,  in  my 
opinion,  to  drive  many  who  have  hitherto  remained 
quiet,  to  revolt.'**      And  in  the  same  despatch  the 

Achmet  Aga,  Rasim  Bey,  and  other  Turks  of  note  here,  are  showing 
their  patriotism  by  arming  and  maintaining  at  their  own  expense  a 
corps  of  200  Bashi-Bazouks  each,  for  operations  in  the  Balkans. — 
Ih'id,,  Enclosure  3  in  No.  249.  Vice-Consul  Dupuis  to  Sir  H.  Elliot, 
received  by  Lord  Derby  June  2)  :  "  The  general  topic  of  conversation 
here  the  last  few  days  is  that  the  Bulgarians  of  the  village  of  Otleukeui 
refusing  to  surrender,  and  taking  refuge  in  a  church  or  monastery, 
were  bombarded  by  the  troops  under  Hafiz  Pasha,  when  upwards  of 
three  hundred  men,  women,  and  children  were  slaughtered.  ,  .  . 
The  last  item  of  intelligence  I  hear  is  that  the  troops  have  surrounded 
the  village  of  Avradano,  and  that  unless  it  surrenders  it  is  feared  the 
inhabitants  will  share  the  same  fate  as  those  of  Otleukeui.  Extra- 
ordinary activity  is  being  displayed  here  by  the  authorities  and  others 
in  recruiting,  arming,  and  forwarding  to  the  disturbed  districts  Bashi- 
Basouks  and  Circassians.  ...  I  do  not  hear  of  any  disorders  having 
been  committed  by  these  troops  in  Adrianople;  but  I  am  assured 
that,  once  outside  the  city,  they  gave  themselves  up  to  all  kinds  of 
Tiolence,  and  to  the  firing  on  women  and  other  defenceless  people  in 
the  villages  and  roads  in  this  vicinity." — Ihid.^  Enclosure  1  in  No.  343. 
game  to  same :  *'  Reports  continue  to  reach  me  of  acts  of  insubordi- 
nation, excesses,  and  disorders  by  the  Bashi-Bazouks  and  Circassians, 
vho,  it  is  stated,  rob,  plunder,  kill,  and  levy  black-mail  on  peaceable 
people." — Ihld.y  Enclosure  2  in  No.  343. 

♦  Turkey,  No.  3, 1876,  Enclosure  in  No.  346. 
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Consul  spoke  of  the  Mussulmans  generally  being 
amied  on  penalty  of  punishment;  and  in  the  second 
despatch  this  same  Consul  said,  "What  is  condemned 
by  every  one  ....  is  the  arming  and  employment  of 

Circassians Those  men  cannot    be  kept  under 

any   sort  of  control;  and  whenever  an  opportunity 
offers,  they  do  not  hesitate  to  take  advantage  of  it, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  we  are  daily  hearing  of 
the  gi-ossest  acts  of  violence  on  their  part."*      And 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  himself,  as  has  already  been  seen  in 
describing  a  speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  made  use  of 
these  words  in  a  despatch  which  was  received  by  Lord 
Derby  on  June  8,  1876  :  "  The  Bulgarian  insurrection 
appears  unquestionably  to  be  put  down,  although,  I 
regret  to  say,  with  cruelty,  and  in  some  places  with 
brutality.  .  .  .  There  is  evidence  that  the  employment 
of  Circassians  and  Bashi-Bazouks  has  led  to  the  atroci- 
ties which  were  to  be  expected."  t     The  despatches  of 
which  I  have  given  these  two  specimens  were  received 
between  the  months  of  May  and  June,  and  in  the  face 
of  those  facts  Mr.  Disraeli  in  July  was  denying  the 
existence  of  the  Bulgarian  atrocities,  and  giving  the 
Circassians  the  reputation  of  Arcadian  innocence!  But 
this  was   not  the   strongest  confirmation  which  the 
Ministry  had  received  of  the  reports  in  the  Daily.  Nem. 
On  June  28,  Lord  Derby  received  from  Consul  Reade, 
whom  I  have  already  mentioned,  a  despatch  in  which 
he  says  that  information  had  reached  him  that  the 
Circassians  "  are  committing  atrocities,  chiefly  among 

•  Ibid,,  Enclosure  in  No.  382.  t  IbicL,  No.  44S, 
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the  villages  near  the  Balkans,  whicli  keep  the  whole 
of  that  quarter  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  terror."  He 
mentioned  the  rumour  that  the  Circassians  were  "  kid- 
napping children  of  Bulgarians  killed  in  the  late 
affairs ; "  and  then  he  went  <m  to  say, ''  From  what  I 
can  make  out,  I  am  reallj  inclined  to  think  that  the 
object  at  this  moment,  in  the  late  disturbed  districts 
of  Timova,  is  to  diminish  the  number  of  Bulgarians 
as  much  as  possible,  for  it  is  said  that  the  Circassians 
seem  to  be  doing  all  this  with  the  connivance  of  its 
authoritiea"  In  other  words,  in  the  opinion  of  Consul 
Reade,  the  object  of  the  Porte  was  to  authorise  whole- 
sale massacres,  so  as  to  reduce  the  population  of  the 
unbelieving  and  rebellious  subjects.  In  this  same 
despatch  Consul  Reade  declared  that  a  Mussulman 
had  been  heard  by  iL  Bulgarian  boasting  in  a  caf^  at 
Rustchuk  that  "  even  our  schoolboys  killed  their  five 
or  six  Bulgarians."  ''He  praised  the  Circassians  as 
having  done  great  things,  having  for  their  motto, '  Let 
the  Giaour  die — strike  him — let  him  perish ; '  and  this 
Turk,  in  addition,  was  reported  to  have  said  that 
most  of  those  who  were  killed  were  innocent  and 
unarmed,  that  the  number  of  the  slain  were  pro- 
bably nearer  25,000  or  26,000  than  5,000  or  6,000,  and 
to  have  wound  up  his  tale  by  the  statement  that  this 
was  a  great  loss  to  the  country,  as  most  of  them  were 
tax-paying  people." 

This  despatch,  I  say,  had  been  received  by  Lord  Derby 
on  June  28,  and  on  July  31  Mr.  Disraeli  was  asked 
what  he  thought  of  this  communication ;  and  what 

40 
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did  he  think  of  it  ?  He  dismissed  it  contemptuously 
as  utterly  untrustworthy  rubbisL  "  I  was  not  jus- 
tified/ said  he, "  for  a  moment  to  adopt  that  coffee- 
house babble  brought  by  an  anonymous  Bulgarian  to 
a  Consul  as  at  all  furnishing  a  basis  of  belief  that 
the  accounts  subsequently  received  had  any  justifica- 
tion."* Again,  on  August  11,  he  was  taxed  upon  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Turkey,  and  again  all  these  stories 
of  atrocities  were  dismissed  as  gross  exaggeratioDS 
manufactured  for  party  purposes;  and  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  were  still 
held  up  as  the  leading  principle  upon  which  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  English  Government  should  be 

founded,  t 

These  words  are  made  the  more  memorable  by  a  fact 
which  was  known  to  scarcely  anybody  by  whom  they 
were  heard.  Shortly  after  he  had  made  this  speech, 
Mr.  Disraeli  got  up  from  his  seat,  went  out,  and  never 
again  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons  as  one  of  its 
membera.  The  next  morning  it  was  announced  thai 
he  was  about  to  be  raised  to  the  Peerage.  The  title  he 
chose  struck  a  large  number  of  people  with  surprise^ 
and  a  little  disgust  It  was  known  that  the  title  was 
one  for  which  the  patent  had  actually  been  made  oat 
for  Edmund  Burke,  and  by  which  he  would  have  been 
known  to  posterity  if  the  hand  of  death  had  not  inter- 
fered with  him  and  the  conferring  of  the  honour.  I  say 
nothing  as  to  what  would  be  the  result  of  a  comparison 
of  the  careers  of  Burke  and  Lord  Beaconsfield,  but  I 

*  Hansard,  ccuil  203.  f  Ihii,  1145. 
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think  it  does  not  require  any  reasoning  to  show  that 
if  Lord  Beaconsfield  were  a  man  of  ordinary  instincts, 
he  would  have  hesitated  before  he  took  the  title  which 
was  associated  in  history  with  the  illustrious  name  of 
another  statesman. 

Meantime  the  stories  of  the  Bulgarian  atrocities 
were  appearing  in  the  newspapers.  The  BwHy  News 
was,  as  already  indicated,  chief,  if  not  first,*  among 
the  public  journals  in  publishing  accounts  of  the 
atrocities  in  Bulgaria.  Informed  by  Mr.  Pears,  their 
correspondent  in  Constantinople,  of  what  was  going 
on,  the  propiietors  of  that  paper  despatched  a  special 
commissioner  to  investigate  the  facts  on  the  spot. 
The  gentleman  selected  was  the  late  Mr.  J.  A. 
MacGahan.  Never  was  there  a  happier  choice  for  a 
journalistic  task.  I  knew  Mr.  MacQahan  well;  I 
believe  I  can  claim  the  privilege  of  having  been  one 
of  his  most  intimate  friends.  For  such  a  task  as 
investigating  the  Bulgarian  horrors  he  had  all  the 
requisites :  courage  to  face  the  frowns  of  the  Turkish 
authorities,  perseverance  to  overcome  the  myriad- 
shaped  obstacles  they  might  put  in  his  way ;  he  was 
a  man  of  good  judgment  and  of  unfailing  accuracy 
as  well  as  imagination ;  and  his  pen,  while  pictu- 
resque, never  was  tempted  into  the  least  sacrifice  of 
fact  to  effect. 

Poor  MacGahan !  let  me  turn  aside  for  a  moment  to 
pay  a  brief  tribute  to  the  memory  of  one  of  the  finest 

*  A  writer  in  the  SpeeUUorj  I  believe,  claims  to  have  first  attempted 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  subject. 
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characters  I  ever  knew, — a  man  of  a  bravery  that  no 
danger  could  shake,  of  a  modesty  that  no  trinmpli 
could  disturb ;  with  a  disposition  so  beautiiiil  thai  he 
left  not  one  enemy  behind,  and  many  friends^  to  whoB 
his  death  must  always  leave  life  less  bright. 

The  Eastern  question  was  finally  solved  by  the  arms 
of  the  heroic  soldiers  of  Russia.  But  to  two  men,  neither 
of  whom  was  a  soldier,  the  great  work  of  liberating  the 
enslaved  Christians  of  the  East  from  the  vilest  tyranny 
that  ever  cursed  the  worlds  owes,  perhaps,  as  mud 
as  to  the  legionaries  of  the  Czar.  One  of  those  met 
was  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  other  was  Mr.  J.  A.  MacQaha& 
Journalism  has  had  many  and  glorious  triumphs ;  but 
the  proudest  achievement  which  brightens  its  annab 
is  the  salvation  of  a  country  by  the  pen  of  a  special 
correspondent.  It  is  some  satisfaction  to  find  that  the 
people  of  Bulgaria  are  sensible  of  MacGahan's  great 
services ;  his  name  is  now  the  subject  of  their  popular 
ballads,  and  will  probably  be  enshrined  for  ever  in 
their  grateful  memories.  But,  alas !  the  instrument  of 
all  this  mighty  good  died  at  thirty-three  in  a  Constan- 
tinople hospital ! 

And  what  was  the  story  Mr.  MacGahan  had  to  teU  ? 
He  had  to  tell  that  sixty  or  seventy  villages  had  beea 
burned;  that  something  like  15,000  or  16,000  peq>le 
had  been  slaughtered  ;  *  that  a  large  number  of  those 
dead  were  women  and  children ;  t  that  the  bodies  of 

*  •*  The  Turkish  Atrocities  in  Bulgaria  :  Letters  of  the  Special  Com- 
missioner of  the  Dooly  New,  J.  A.  MacGahan,  Eaq."     11. 
t  Ibid.  12. 
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men  were  flung  to  dogs ;  that  the  women,  and  even 
the  little  children  of  both  sexes,  were  subjected  to  the 
vilest  outrages ;  *  and  that  all  those  outrages  were  com- 
mitted without  anything  Uke  real  provocation  on  the 
part  of  the  Bulgarians.f  In  the  course  of  his  inquiries 
Mr.  MacQahan  visited  several  of  the  villages  in  Bul- 
garia :  he  visited  Raddovo,  Otluk-Kui  or  Panagurishti, 
Perustitza,  Avrat-Alan,  Elissura^  and  Batak.  And 
now  let  me  give  a  brief  summary  of  what  he  learned 
at  each  of  those  places.  At  Baddovo  he  found  that  of 
160  houses,  not  one  had  been  left  standing.  As  the 
inhabitants  had  all  fled  before  the  arrival  of  the  Turks, 
only  twenty-two  men  had  been  kiUed,  while  all  the 
women  and  children  had  escaped,  t  And  at  Raddovo, 
accordingly,  the  people  had  only  to  put  up  with  the 
trifling  inconvenience  of  trying  to  live  without  their 
houses,  their  furniture,  or  their  means  of  existence.§ 
At  Avrat-Alan  he  found  that  the  people  of  the  town, 
having  surrendered  in  time,  were  spared ;  while  200 
or  300  who  were  flying  through  the  fields  were  killed ; 
and  all  the  women  in  the  place,  with  scarcely  an 
exception,  were  violated  by  soldiers  who  were  still 
reeking  with  the  blood  of  a  massacre  close  by,  of 
which  I  shall  have  to  speak  immediately.il  At  Klis- 
sura,  not  one  of  700  houses  was  left  standing.lF  The 
people  were  thus  condemned  to  starvation ;  and  besides 
this,  though  MacGahan  does  not  note  the  fact,  250 


•  Ibid. 

§  Ibid.  17. 

t  Ibid.  18. 
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people  were  killed.*  We  have  now  gone  throogli 
three  villages  :  in  two  of  those  all  the  houses  had  been 
destroyed,  and  some  hundreds  of  the  inhabitants  killed ; 
in  the  thirds  the  houses  were  not  burned,  but  were 
plundered;  and  while  the  men  in  the  town  were 
spared,  about  250  in  the  fields  were  killed,  and  all  tiie 
women  were  violated.  Those  are  horrors  sufficient  to 
excite  indignation  enough,  but  they  appear  as  mere 
trifling  incidents  in  comparison  with  the  diabolical 
outrages  which  took  place  in  other  villages.  At 
Otluk-Kui  a  rising  occurred  on  the  2nd  of  May ;  ten 
days  afterwards,  Hafiz  Pasha,  with  regulars,  Bashi- 
Bazouks,  and  two  or  three  pieces  of  artillery,  arrived 
before  the  place.  The  insurrection  immediately  col- 
lapsed, one  body  of  the  insurgents — who  were  250 
in  all — having  fled,  and  the  other  taken  a  wrong 
direction,  t  There  was,  therefore,  nothing  for  Hafii 
Pasha  to  do  but  to  enter  the  town  and  take  possession. 
Instead  of  doing  that,  he  bombarded  the  place  without 
asking  it  to  surrender, — a  fate  which  was  the  more 
terrible  because  the  ordinary  population  had  been 
increased  by  5,000  or  6,000  refugees  from  neighbouring 
villages,  f 

Till  midnight  of  the  12th  the  bombardment  con- 
tinued. "  Then  the  loud-mouthed  dogs  of  war  ceased 
their  clamour ;  they  had  done  their  work  ;  it  was  now 
the  turn  of  the  sabre."  §  During  the  night  and  the 
following  morning  the  soldiers  entered  the  town;  it 

•  Baring's  Report.  %  Ibid,  4S. 
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was  pillaged  and  then  fired;  neither  age  nor  sex 
was  spared,  and  3,000  people — men,  women,  and 
children — ^were  killed.*  Not  a  woman  in  the  place 
appeared  to  have  escaped  outrage.!  "Mothers  were 
outraged  in  the  presence  of  their  daughters ;  young 
girls, 'm  the  presence  of  their  mothers,  of  their  sisters 
and  brothers."  %  A  girl  of  ten  years  was  violated, 
another  of  twelve ;  §  and  of  a  dozen  of  girls  from 
twelve  to  fifteen  years  old,  two  were  outraged  and 
killed,  and  the  remainder  outraged.  ||  A  young  girl  of 
sixteen  was  outraged  by  three  or  four  Bashi-Bazouks 
in  presence  of  her  father,  who  was  aged  and  blind, 
and  then  was  killed  by  the  same  bullet  as  she  was 
endeavouring  to  save  the  old  man's  life.lT 

Perustitza  consisted  of  350  houses,  and  had  2,000  or 
2,500  inhabitants.**  According  to  the  account  which 
the  people  themselves  gave  to  Mr.  MacGahan,  they 
applied  several  times  for  the  protection  of  regular 
troops  to  Aziz  Pasha,  without  avail.ft  Achmet-Aga 
meantime  ofiered  them  the  protection  of  Bashi- 
Bazouks;  but  having  some  natural  distrust  of  such 
shepherds,  they  refused  the  assistance,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  some  circumstances  that  were  in  dispute, 
killed  the  two  bearers  of  this  message.}}  The  villagers 
now  prepared  for  defence,  making  one  of  their  churches 
their  citadel  §§     On  Tuesday  morning.  May  11,  the 
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Ba8hi-Ba2X>uk8  appeared.*  Some  of  the  people  went 
out,  gave  up  their  arms,  and  were  killed.  Some  fled 
to  the  fields,  and,  whenever  overtaken  by  the  Bashi- 
Bazouks,  were  killed.  The  remainder  stuck  to  tiie 
church.t  On  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  and  Thursday, 
the  Bashi-Baxouks,  employed  themselves  in  pillaging 
and  burning  the  surrounding  villages,  occasionally 
firing  a  shot  at  the  church  in  which  the  villagers  had 
taken  refuge.  {  Meantime  the  people  remained  in  the 
church,  so  closely  packed  that  it  was  impossible  to  lie 
down,  terrified  by  the  occasional  shots  and  by  the  glare 
of  the  burning  villages  around.§  On  the  Thorsday 
afternoon  Aziz  Pasha  arrived  with  his  regulars,  and, 
according  to  MacGahan,  before  he  had  summoned  the 
people  to  surrender,  began  the  bombardment  of  the 
church.  II  The  villagers  were  so  panic-struck  that  they 
fled  to  another  church,  where  they  were  less  protected 
than  before.l  Aziz  Pasha  bombarded  this  as  he  had 
bombarded  the  other  church.**  The  people  had,  mean- 
time, sent  messengers  to  Aziz  Pasha  asking  for  peace; 
some  of  those  were  killed  before  they  rea<^ed  Aziz 
Pasha,tt  others  were  killed  on  their  way  back.  On  the 
Friday  night,  when  this  bombardment  in  the  second 
church  was  taking  place,  at  least  one  man  killed  his 
wife  and  children  and  then  himself  tt  On  Saturday,  at 
last,  the  people  went  out,  and  were  spared.  §§     About 

*  Ibid,  56.  H  Ibid.  59.  W  Ibid.  65-6,  and  Mr.  Baring's 
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1,000  or  1,600  had  been  killed.*  But  all  these 
horrors,  great  as  they  are^  sink  into  insignificance 
beside  those  of  Batak. 

While  Mr.  MacQahan  was  at  Pestera,  a  number  of 
people  crowded  round  the  place  where  he  was  staying, 
whom  at  first  he  supposed  to  belong  to  the  town  itself; 
they  turned  out,  however,  to  be  fugitives  from  Batak.f 
They  came  to  tell  the  strangers  the  story  of  the 
tragedy  enacted  in  their  home.  One  remark  which 
Mr.  MacGahan  makes  at  this  point  of  his  narrative  is 
worthy  of  observation.  He  was  acquainted  with  the 
Russian  language,  having  lived  for  some  time  at  St. 
Petersburg,  and  having,  by  an  act  of  daring  rarely 
paralleled,  succeeded  in  accompanying  the  Russian 
army  during  the  Khivan  expedition.  He  declares 
that  the  language  of  those  Bulgarians  was  so  like 
Russian,  that  he  could  understand  a  great  deal  of 
it.  He  describes  the  people  as  singularly  like  the 
Russians  in  features,  expression,  and  tone  of  voice. 
He  asks,  with  some  appearance  of  reason,  if  we 
should  be  surprised  that  under  these  circumstances 
the  Russians  should  have  sympathised  with  the  Bul- 
garian subjects  of  Turkey's  foul  tyranny.  J  In  that 
strange  fit  of  madness  which  passed  over  this  country 
under  the  malign  influence  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  one 
of  the  most  curious  phenomena  was  the  obstinate 
blindness  with  which  people  refused  to  accept  facts 
which  were  as  weU  ascertained  as  the  daily  rising  of 

•  Jhid.  18.  X  Ihid.  19-20. 

t  Ibid.  «2. 


654 


LORD  BEACONSFIELD. 


the  sun.  At  first  sight  it  would  appear  scarcely 
credible  that  any  one  could  doubt  that  a  people  should 
have  the  keenest  sympathy  with  another  people  on 
their  border,  belonging  to  the  same  race,  speaking 
almost  the  same  tongue,  professing  the  same  creed, 
whose  men  were  massacred,  whose  women  were  out- 
raged and  massacred,  whose  children  were  outraged 
and  massacred  by  men  of  another  race,  a  different 
religion,  another  tongue!  Yet  there  were  people  in 
England  ready  to  deny  that  the  Sclav  Christians  rf 
Russia  could  have  any  real  feeling  for  the  Sola? 
Christians  of  Bulgaria  whom  Turkey  so  ruthlessly 
oppressed!  Nay,  this  blindness  to  patent  fact  went 
further.  The  very  men  who  at  one  season  were 
strongest  in  their  belief,  loudest  in  their  denunciation 
of  the  atrocities  I  am  now  describing,  in  another  season, 
from  a  change  in  their  mood,  and  without  any  change 
whatever  in  the  facts,  were  actually  ready  to  as  strongly 
disbelieve  that  there  were  ever  any  such  atrocities  at 
all,  and  to  as  vehemently  denounce  anybody  who  echoed 
their  own  denunciations  of  a  short  time  previously ! 

To  return  to  MacGahan's  narrative.  The  fugitives 
whom  he  met  at  Pestera  followed  him  and  his  com- 
panions in  a  procession  to  Batak.*  As  they  approached 
the  doomed  village,  they  began  to  find  signs  of  the 
great  disaster :  they  met  mills  that  were  silent,  and  they 
saw  hill-sides  covered  with  over-ripe  com,  rotting  for 
want  of  hands  to  reap  it.  But  such  signs  of  ravage  were 
soon  forgotten  in  the  sight  that  next  met  their  eyes. 

♦  /Wrf.20. 
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On  a  slope,  overlooking  the  town  they  observed  a 
number  of  dogs,  which  ran  away  angry  at  their  ap- 
proach ;  and  on  going  near,  found  these  animals  had 
\  been  feasting  on  a  large  heap  of  dead.^  That  heap, 
liacGahan  afterwards  found  out,  consisted  of  200  young 
girls,  who  had  been  kept  prisoners  for  some  days,  out- 
raged, and  finally  beheaded  !  f  "  From  my  saddle,"  he 
writes,  "I  counted  about  a  hundred  skulls,not  including 
those  that  were  hidden  beneath  the  others  in  the 
ghastly  heap,  nor  those  that  were  scattered  far  and 
wide  through  the  fields/' t  From  this  spot  they  looked 
down  on  the  town.  Not  a  roof,  not  a  whole  wall 
was  left  standing;  and  there  came  up  to  their  ears 
••a  low,  plaintive  wail,  like  the  *  keening'  of  the  Irish 
over  their  dead."  §  They  descended  into  the  town ; 
they  saw  in  the  houses  women  wailing  over  their  lost 
husbands,  brothers,  children,  "  beating  their  heads  and 
wringing  their  hands.''j|  "This  was  the  explanation  of 
the  curious  sound  we  had  heard  when  up  on  the  hilL 
As  we  advanced  there  were  more  and  more;  some 
sitting  on  the  heaps  of  stones  that  covered  the  floors 
of  their  houses ;  others  walking  up  and  down  before 
their  doors,  wringing  their  hands  and  repeating  the  same 

despairing  wail As  we  proceeded,  most  of  them 

fell  into  line  behind  us,  and  they  finally  formed  a  pro- 
cession of  four  or  five  hundred  people,  mostly  women 
and  children,  who  followed  us  about  wherever  we  went 
with  their  mournful  cries.     Such  a  sound  as  their 

*  IlAd,  22.  X  Jbid,  28.  I  Jhid.  28-4. 

t  Ibid.  82-8.  §  /M.  22. 
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united  voices  sent  up  to  heaven  I  hope  never  to  hear 
again." 

As  they  passed  on,  they  saw  the  corpse  of  a  young 
girl  not  more  than  fifteen.    ''  There  was  a  large  gash 
in  the  skull,  to  which  a  mass  of  rich  brown  hair, 
nearly  a  yard  long,  still  clung,  trailing  in  the  dust'* 
Next  they  saw  ^  the  skeletons  of  two  children  lying 
side   by   side,"   "  with  frightful  sabre   cuts  in  their 
little  skulla'^t     As  they  approached  the  middle  of 
the  town,  "*  bones,  skeletons,  and  skulls  became  moie 
numerous."    ''There  was  not  a  house  beneath  the 
ruins  of  which  we  did  not  perceive  human  remuns, 
and    the   street    besides   was  strewn   with    them."t 
"  Before  many  of  the  doorways  women  were  walking 
up  and  down  wailing  their  funeral  chant."  §     One  of 
them  dragged  MacGahan  to  see  the  corpse  of  a  young 
girl.     "  I  could  only  turn  round,"  he  says,  "  and  walk 
out  sick  at  heart,  leaving  her  alone  with  her  skele- 
ton" II     A  few  steps  further,  he  saw  another  woman 
^  i*ocking  herself  to  and  fro,  and  uttering  moans  heart- 
rending beyond   anything  I  could  have   imagined." 
"  Her  head  was  buried  in  her  hands,  while  her  fingers 
were  unconsciously  twisting  and  tearing  her  hair,  as 
she  gazed  into  her  lap,  where  lay  three  little  skulls 
with  the  hair  still  clinging  to  them."!     They  next 
came  to  the  school-house  and  the  church.       In  the 
school  lay  "the  bones  and  ashes  of  two  hundred  women 
burnt  alive  within  those  four  walls."    "Just  beside 

♦  Ihid,  26.  X  I^^'  27.  I    IhidL 

t  Ibid,  §  IHd.  IT  Ibid. 
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the  school-house  is  a  broad  shallow  pit;  there  were 
burned  a  hundred  bodies  two  weeks  after  the  mas- 
sacre."* They  entered  the  churchyard.  The  whole 
of  the  little  churchyard  was  heaped  up  with  dead 
bodies  to  the  depth  of  three  or  four  feeif  "  We 
were  told  that  there  were  three  thousand  people 
lying  here  in  this  little  churchyard  alone,  and  we 
could  well  believe  it/'  %  And  of  those  three  thousand, 
many,  if  not  most,  were  women  and  children.  § 

Next  they  looked  into  the  church.  ''What  we 
saw  there  was  too  frightful  for  more  than  a  hasty 
glance."  II  ''  An  immense  number  of  bodies  had  been 
partly  burnt  there,  and  the  charred  and  blackened 
remains,  that  seemed  to  fill  it  half-way  up  to  the  low 
dark  arches,  and  made  them  lower  and  darker  still, 
were  lying  in  a  state  of  putrefisiction  too  frightful  to 
look  upon.  I  had  never  imagined  anything  so  hor- 
rible. We  all  turned  away  sick  and  faint,  and  stag- 
gered out  of  the  fearful  pest-house,  glad  to  get  out 
into  the  street  again. "IT  Everywhere  throughout  the 
town  they  saw  similar  scenes.  "Skeletons  of  men 
•  Ibid.  28.  t  -^**^-  X  ^^^'  2». 

§  ''It  waa  a  fearful  sight — a  sight  to  haunt  one  through  life.  There 
were  little  curly  heads  there  in  that  festering  mass,  crushed  down  by 
hMiTy  stones  ;  little  feet  not  as  long  as  your  finger  on  which  the  flesh 
waa  dried  hard,  by  the  ardent  heat,  before  it  had  time  to  decompose  ; 
little  baby  hands  stretched  out  as  if  for  help  ;  babes  that  had  died 
wondering  at  the  bright  gleam  of  sabres  and  the  red  hands  of  the 
fteroe-eyed  men  who  wielded  them  ;  children  who  had  died  shrinking 
with  fright  and  terror  ;  young  girls  who  had  died  sobbing  and  bagging 
for  merey  ;  mothers  who  died  trying  to  shield  their  little  ones  with 
their  own  weak  bodies,  ail  lying  together,  festering  in  one  horrid  mass." 
—Dnd.  29. 

I  IHd.  29.  t  md,  29. 
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with  the  clothing  and  flesh  still  hanging  to,  and 
rotting  together;  skulls  of  women,  with  the  hair 
dragging  in  the  dust;  bones  of  children  and  of 
infants  everywhere."*  Here  they  were  shown  a 
house  where  twenty  people  had  been  burned  alive ; 
another,  where  twelve  girls  had  been  slaughtered, 
"as  their  bones  amply  testified."!  What  showed 
most  plainly  the  completeness  of  the  massacre  was 
the  desolation  of  entire  families.  An  old  woman 
told  MacGahan  that  she  had  three  sons,  who  were  all 
married,  and  had  twelve  children:  of  all  those  nine- 
teen people,  but  this  poor  old  woman  remained.  J  Out 
of  another  family  of  thirty-nine,  only  eight  were  left; 
out  of  one  of  twenty-five,  but  seven;  of  twenty,  bat 
eight."§  And  finally,  MacGahan,  estimating  the  entire 
loss  of  life,  says  that  of  "  the  eight  or  nine  thousand 
people  who  made  up  the  population  of  the  place,  there 
are  only  twelve  or  fifteen  hundred  left ! "  || 

Such  was  the  story  told  by  Mr.  MacGahan,  and  such 
was  the  story  a  considerable  part  of  which  had  been 
published  at  the  very  time  Lord  Beaconsfield  ¥ras 
declaring  that  the  outrages  in  Bulgaria  were  grossly 
exaggerated.  MacGahan 's  statements  were  immediately 
confirmed  by  Mr.  Eugene  Schuyler,  the  then  American 
Secretary  of  Legation,  and  now  American  Consul  at 
Birmingham;  and  let  me  say  parenthetically  that  to 
this  distinguished  litMrateur  the  work  of  Christian 
redemption  in  the  East  owes  infinite  gratitude.     But 

♦  Ibid,  t  Jhid.  31.  I  Ikid,  30. 

t  Ibid,  29-30.  §  Ibid. 
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confirmation  of  Mr.  MacGahan's  story,  even  stronger 
than  that  of  Mr.  Schuyler's,  was  soon  to  come: 
worried  by  persistent  interrogation  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Ministry  at  last  were  compelled  to 
send  one  of  their  &m'ployi%  to  investigate  the  cir- 
cumstances. I  do  not  wish  to  question  in  the  least 
the  impartiality  of  Mr.  Walter  Baring,  but  I  think 
I  am  safe  in  saying  that  he  had  no  sympathy  with 
those  who  sought  to  emancipate  the  Bulgarians 
from  Turkish  rule,  and  that  he  approached  the  in- 
vestigation of  those  horrors  with  no  predisposition 
to  accept  the  current  rumours.  There  was,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  a  strong  expectation  that  his  report 
would  annihilate  the  statements  of  MacGahan  in 
the  Daily  News.  And  even  when  the  report  was 
presented.  Sir  Henry  Elliot  made  the  comment  that 
it  showed  some  of  the  statements  made  to  be  ''  vastly 
exaggerated."^  Let  us  then  compare  the  statements 
of  Mr.  Baring's  report  with  those  in  MacGahan's  letters. 
MacGahan  stated  that  in  Raddovo,  out  of  160  houses, 
not  one  was  left  standing,  and  that  about  twenty-two 
men  were  killed.  Mr.  Baring  states  that  the  place 
was  totally  burnt ;  puts  down  the  number  of  houses 
destroyed  as  177,  and  the  number  of  people  killed  as 
twenty-five — that  is  to  say,  he  gives  a  larger  estimate 
than  MacGahan  of  the  houses  destroyed  and  people 
killed  in  this  village. f     MacGahan's  statement  with 

*  Despatch  to.Lord  Derby  dated  September  5, 1876. 
f  The  town  which  Mr.  MacQahau   calls    Raddovo   a{i{>eara  in  Mr. 
Baring's  report  as  Radilovo. 
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regard  to  Klissura  is  that  not  one  out  of  700  honaeB 
was  left  standing ;  but  he  says  nothing  of  the  number 
of  persons  killed.     Mr.  Baring's  statement  in  r^ard 
to  Klissura  is  that,  out  of  800  houses,  not  one  was  left 
standing ;  and  besides  thus  increasing  by  a  hundred 
MacGahan's  estimate   of  the   houses  destroyed,  adds 
the  information  that  250  people  were  killed.     In  the 
case  of  Avrat-Alan,  the  statement  of  Mr.  MacGahan  is 
that  the  Turks,  sated  with  their  feast  of  blood  and 
lust  at  Otluk-Kui,  had   confined  themselves   to  pil- 
laging all   the  houses  and  outraging  all  the  wcMnea 
Mr.  Baring  s  statement  is,  that  the  place  *'  was  com- 
pletely pillaged,''  and  that  "  130  people,   indudiog 
strangers,  were   killed."     He  says  nothing  either  ib 
denial  or  confirmation   of  the   outrages    on    women, 
but  he  alludes  to    a  shocking  story  about   a  boy. 
Mr.  MacGahan  tells  us  that  in  Otluk-Kui  one-fourtk 
of  the   houses  were  burned;  and  he   estimates    tiie 
number  of   killed  at  about    3,000;    400   being    inr 
habitants  of  the  town,  and  the  remainder  strangers. 
Mr.  Baring,  estimating  the  entire  number  of  houses 
at  2,000,  says  that   between  400  and  500 — or   aboai 
one-fourth,  as   Mr.  MacGahan  puts  it — were  burned 
With   regard  to  the   number  of  persons   killed,  Mr. 
Baring  puts  down  the  number  of  inhabitants  killed 
as  763 — that  is,  nearly  double  the  number  given  by 
MacGahan;  while  the  strangers  killed  he  puts  down 
as  1,000.     Mr.  Baring's  total  estimate,  then,  of  persons 
killed  is  1,763,  while  Mr.  MacGahan's  is  3,000.     This 
is    certainly   a    considerable    discrepancy,    but    Mr. 
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MacQahan  in  this  case  gives  his  numbers  with  some 
doubt,    remarking    that    Hafiz    Pasha    had,    unlike 
Achmet  Aga,  the  murderer  of  Batak,  buried  his  dead, 
and  so  destroyed  the  best  evidence  of  his  guilt.* 
The  case  of  Otluk-Kui  is  accordingly  one  in  which 
much  was  left  to  conjecture,  and  in  which  two  persons 
anxious  for  the  truth  might  honestly  differ :  in  any 
case,  Mr.  Baring's  lower  estimate  of  1,763  is  sufficient 
to  show  that    there  was  a   horrible    massacre.     In 
Perustiza,  there  were,  according  to  Mr.  MacGaiian,  350 
houses,  of  which  not  one  was  left  standing ;  and  he 
estimates  the  number  of  persons  killed  as  from  1,000 
to  1,500.   Mr.  Baring  also  states  that  out  of  350  houses 
not  one  was  left  standing,  but  his  estimate  of  the  killed 
does  not  go  beyond   750, — "among  whom,"  he  says, 
"  there  are  many  women  and    children."     He   ako 
tells  practically   the  same  story  of  the  siege  of  the 
two  churches  as  Mr.  MacGahan.     Finally,  as  to  the 
case  of  Batak,  the  agreement  of  Mr.  Baring's  account 
with  that  of  Mr.  MacOahan  is  still  more  complete. 
MacGahan  states  that  all  the  houses  were  burned;  so 
does  Mr.  Baring.     Mr.  Baring  estimates  the  number 
of  persons  killed  in  the  church  and  churchyard  at  but 
1,000  or  1,200,  but  he  gives  quite  as  horrible  a  picture 
of  the  scene  as  Mr.  MacGahan.     He  tells  the  same 
tale  of  seeing  the  corpses  unburied  two  months  and 
a  half  after  the  massacre, — of  girls  slashed  by  yata- 
ghans, with  their  hair  still  on  the  ground,  t    And  with 

*  Mr.  Schuyler  gives  the  same  estimate  as  Mr.  MacGahan. 

t  "1  visited  this  valley  of  the  shadow  of  death  on  the  Slst  July,  more 

41 
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regard  to  the  church,  he  adds  the  additional  detail 
to  Mr.  MacGahan's  account,  that  the  Bashi-Bazouks 
tore  off  the  tiles  of  the  ehurch,  and  ''threw  burning 
pieces  of  wood,  and  rags  steeped  in  petroleum,  among 
the  mass  of  the  unhappy  human  beings  inside." 

Outside  the  town,  Mr.  MacOahan  counted  about  a 
hundred  skulls  fix)m  his  saddle ;  Mr.  Baring  counted 
sixty.  Mr.  MacGkihan  says  the  bodies  there  were  be- 
headed ;  so  does  Mr.  Baring.  Mr.  MacGkilian  says  they 
were  all  women ;  Mr.  Baring  says  many  were  'women.* 
Mr.  MacOahan  gives  no  details  of  persons  tortured ; 
Mr.  Baring  gives  the  names  of  two  persons  who  were 
roasted,  and  one  whose  ears,  nose,  hands,  and  feet  were 
cut  off.  Finally,  Mr.  MacOahan  estimates  the  number 
of  killed  at  6,500 ;  Mr.  Baring,  at  5,000.  Such  a  differ- 
ence in  such  immensity  of  atrocity  is  not  material  As 
Mr.  Baring  remarks  of  his  estimate,  "whether  the  slain 
are  to  be  counted  by  hundreds  or  by  thousands,  does 
not  lessen  in  the  least  degree  the  criminality  of  the 
slayers.     The  intention  was  to  exterminate  all  except 

than  two  months  and  a  half  after  the  massacre  ;  but  still  the  sten^ 
was  so  overpowering  that  one  could  hardly  force  one's  way  into  the 
churchyard.  In  the  street  at  every  step  lay  human  remains^  rotting  i^ 
sweltering  in  the  summer  sun — here  a  skull  of  an  old  woman  with  tkJ 
grey  hair  attached  to  it — there  the  false  tress  of  some  unhappy  giA 
slashed  in  half  by  a  yataghan  ;  the  head  which  it  had  adorned  had  b«B 
probably  carried  oflf  to  be  devoured  by  some  of  the  dogs,  who  up  to  tbii 
have  been  the  only  scavengers." 

*  "  Just  outside  the  village  I  counted  more  than  sixty  skulls  in  allttk 
hollow,  and  it  was  evident  from  their  appearance  that  nearlv  all  ^ 
them  had  been  severed  from  their  bodies  by  axes  and  yataefam 
From  the  remains  of  female  wearing  apparel  scattered  about,  it  is  H*^ 
that  many  of  the  persons  here  massacred  were  women." 
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those  few  girk  (probably  about  eighty)  whom  they 
carried  off  to  satisfy  their  lusts.  Those  that  escaped 
owed  their  safety  to  their  own  good  fortune,  and  not 
to  the  tender  mercy  of  their  neighboura" 

I  have  now  traced  the  reports  of  Mr.  MacQahan  and 
Mr.  Baring  in  reference  to  the  principal  villages  which 
the  former  visited,  and  I  claim  to  have  shown  that,  to 
all  practical  purposes,  the  reports  agree.  In  some 
cases,  Mr.  MacOahan's  estimate  of  the  houses  destroyed 
and  the  persons  killed  is  higher  than  that  of  Mr. 
Baring;  in  other  cases,  Mr.  Baring's  estimate  is 
higher  than  that  of  Mr.  MacGahan.  But  they  are 
agreed  in  giving  the  same  picture  of  villages  entirely 
destroyed,  and  of  men^  women,  and  children  massa- 
cred ruthlessly.  But  Mr.  Baring,  having  visited  more 
places  than  Mr.  MacGahan,  gives  even  a  darker,  because 
a  fuller  picture.  Mr.  Baring  gives  fuller  details  of 
the  massacre  at  Bazardjik  by  the  heroic  Chefket 
Pasha,  to  which  Mr.  MacGahan  but  cursorily  alludes ; 
and  he  also  describes  the  scenes  of  horror  to  the  north 
of  the  Balkans,  while  all  those  mentioned  by  Mr.  Mac- 
Gahan took  place  to  the  south.  Mr.  Baring  corroborates 
Mr.  MacGahan  not  only  in  the  main  point  of  the  number 
of  persons  killed,  but  in  other  important  particulars  also. 
He  agrees  with  Mr.  MacGahan,  that  this  destruction  of 
their  houses  would  expose  the  surviving  villagers  to 
death  by  famine,  and  he  confirms  the  statement  that 
from  those  plundered  wretches  the  inhuman  autho- 
rities of  Constantinople  were  still  levying  taxes !  Mr. 
MacGahan  says  the  leaders  in  the  atrocities  were  deco- 
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rated.     Mr.  Earing  comments  with  scorn  on  the  same 
fact. 

But  one  point  more  remains.     What  was  the  provo- 
cation given  for  this  massacre?    On  this  point,  the 
difference  between  Mr.  MacQahan  and  Mr.  Baring  is 
great  at  first  sight,  and  small  on  examination.     Mr. 
Baring  attributes  the  insurrection  mainly  to  foreign 
emissaries ;  but  a  fuse  cannot  hurt  where  there  is  no 
gunpowder ;  and  if  the  misgovernment  in  Bulgaria  were 
not  frightful,  no  foreign  emissaries  could  have  induced 
the  Bulgarians  to  encounter  the  horrible  risks  of  insur- 
rection.    He  himself  concedes  the  whole  point,  when 
he  says  that  "wherever  there  is  Turkish  rule,  there, 
owing  to  its  inherent  faults,  there  will  be  Christian 
discontent.*'    And  now  as  to  the  overt  acts  which  the 
Christians  committed  in  carrying  out  their  rebellion. 
At  Raddovo,  two  Turks  were  killed ;  at  Klissui-a,  thir- 
teen ;   at  Perustitza,  three ;  and  at  Batak,  three.     At 
Avrat-Alan  alone  was  there  anything  like  killing  on 
a  large  scale,  for  there  the  Bulgarians  killed  sixty-six 
Mohammedan  gipsies.     So  far  as  to  men :  as  to  women, 
I  find  no  mention  of  any  having  been  killed  at  Klis- 
sura ;  none  were  killed  at  Raddovo ;  none  were  killed 
at  Perustitza ;  two  were  killed  at  Otluk-Kui ;  and  one 
at  Avrat-Alan.     Of  the  two  killed  at  Otluk-Kui,  one, 
according  to  Mr.  MacGahan,  was  killed  by  accident;* 
the  other,  Mr.  MacGahan  states,  used  a  sabre,  and  Mr. 
Baring  confirms  the  report.     And  thus,  the  number  of 
women  killed,  without  provocation  and  purposely,  in 

•  MacGahan,  41. 
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these  five  villages,  amounts  to  one !  And  be  it  re- 
marked that  in  the  two  villages  which  suffered  most^ 
not  one  Turkish  woman  was  killed,  accidentally  or 
otherwise.  Not  one  Turkish  woman  was  killed  in 
Perustitza;  not  one  Turkish  woman  was  killed  in  Batak. 
Finally,  as  to  the  places  where  insurrection  took 
the  shape  of  armed  defence,  the  insurrection  broke 
miserably  down  almost  at  the  first  sight  of  attack. 
The  villages,  where  those  poor  shadows  of  a  rising 
flitted  ghastly  on  the  scene  for  a  few  brief  days*  were 
chiefly  Klissura,  Otluk-Kui,  Avrat-Alan,  and  Perus- 
titza. At  Klissura,  Mr.  Baring  does  not  believe  "  the 
story  of  the  Bashi-Bazouks  ha\'ing  summoned  the 
villagers  to  surrender/*  At  Otluk-Kiu,  the  resistance 
Haflz  Pasha  met  "was  very  slight."  At  Avrat-Alan, 
when  Hafiz  Pasha  came,  "the  inhabitants  made  im- 
mediate submission."  And  as  to  Perustitza,  he  does 
not  find  that  any  summons  was  sent  to  surrender  by 
Reschid  Pasha,  commander  of  the  regulars;  and  he 
declares  that,  while  resistance  was  offered  to  the  Bashi- 
Bazouks,  that  "offered  to  his" — Reschid s — "regulars 
would  probably  not  have  been  severe.*'  This,  then,  is 
Mr.  Baring's  account  of  the  provocation :  in  but  one 
case  was  any  considerable  body  of  Turks  killed ;  but 
two  women  were  killed  without  provocation — one  of 
those  two,  according  to  Mr.  MacGahan,  being  shot  by 
accident ;  the  insurgents  made  scarcely  any  resistance ; 
and  they  were  not  asked  in  the  worst  cases  to  surrender 
at  alL  Let  us  sum  up  the  case,  as  given  by  Mr.  Baring, 
in  just  two  instances  out  of  the  many.     At  Perustitza, 
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three  Turkish  men  were  killed,  but  no  Turkish  woman ; 
750  Christians,  among  whom  were  "  many  women  and 
children,"  were  killed.  At  Batak,  three  Turkish  men 
were  killed,  but  no  Turkish  woman ;  and  5,000  Chris- 
tian men,  women,  and  children  were  killed.  Finally, 
Mr.  Baring  only  gives  one  case  of  a  Turkish  woman 
being  outraged,  and  not  one  case  of  a  Turkish  child 
being  ill-treated. 

Such  was  the  story  of  Bulgaria.  We  all  remember 
the  effect  which  Mr.  MacGahan's  letters  produced  on 
the  English  people ;  how  a  tempest  of  righteous  indig- 
nation swept  over  the  country,  and  the  awakened  and 
shocked  conscience  of  the  nation  spoke  with  a  clear- 
ness, a  unanimity,  a  thunderous  swell,  that  has  been 
declared  by  competent  judges  imparalleled  in  our 
history.  But  one  thing  was  now  wanting  to  give 
its  full  force  to  this  great  national  awakenino-  from 
ignorant  participation  in  a  heinous  crime:  it  wanted 
the  guidance  of  a  fit  leader, — and  the  fit  leader  ap- 
peared. 

In  September  of  1876,  Mr.  Gladstone  published  his 
pamphlet  on  the  "  Bulgarian  Horrors,*'  and  from  that 
moment  forward  he  has  stood  forth  as  the  protagonist 
of  the  Christian  cause  of  the  East.  In  advocating  that 
cause,  he  has  had  to  endure  bitter  adversity,  he  has 
had  to  pass  through  a  whirlwind  of  vituperation ;  from 
scarcely  any  variety  of  charge  that  can  be  broucrht 
against  a  statesman  or  a  man,  has  he  been  held  free. 
He  has  been  accused  of  the  high  crime  of  treason,  and 
the  low  weakness  of  personal  jealousy ;  he  has  been 
described  at  once  as  a  most  calculating  conspirator, 
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and  a  trifler  of  hysterical  impulsiveness.  Cynics  have 
sneered  at  him ;  scribes  have  attempted  to  write  him 
down;  mobs  have  hissed  at  him.  But  he  can  bear 
within  his  bosom  a  consciousness  that  may  make  his 
heai*t  swell  the  prouder  because  of  those  displays  of 
unscrupulous,  unfeeling,  and  brutal  hate.  Through- 
out all  this  great  contest,  he  has  carried  with  him 
the  approval  of  all  that  is  ablest  intellectually  and 
highest  morally  throughout  the  world.  In  1876,  he 
could  look  back  on  a  career  of  magnificent  beneficence : 
he  had  administered  the  finances  of  England  as  they 
had  never  been  administered  before ;  he  had  freed  the 
Irish  Catholic  from  the  yoke  of  religious  ascendency, 
and  the  Irish  tenant  from  legalized  plunder ;  he  had 
rescued  the  English  army  from  the  foul  contamination 
of  purchased  rank,  and  the  voter  from  the  tyranny 
of  the  landlord  and  the  corruption  of  the  capitalist; 
and  for  the  first  time,  after  her  six  centuries  of  Par- 
liamentary rule,  England  received  from  his  hands  a 
real  Education  Act.  But  great  as  were  these  achieve- 
ments, they  sink  into  insignificance  in  the  minds  of 
many  before  his  work  on  the  Eastern  question.  His 
single  voice  has  saved  England  from  a  great  national 
crime;  has  shaken  a  foul  and  apparently  everlasting 
tyranny  to  atoms ;  and  has  elevated  to  the  dignity 
of  freemen  the  most  utterly  enslaved  populations  in 
the  civilized  world.  That  single  achievement  entitles 
him  to  a  place  among  the  highest,  the  noblest,  and 
the  greatest  benefia^tors  of  the  human  race. 

During  all  this   period    of   public    passion    Lord 
Beaconsfield  obstinately  held  his  peace.     At  last  it 
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was  announced  that  the  world  was  about  to  hear  what 
he  had  to  say,  and  everybody  looked  forward  with  the 
most  feverish  expectations  to  the  speech  he  was  going 
to  deliver.     Aylesbury,  as  is  known,  was  the  place 
chosen  for  this  most  important  pronouncement.     It 
is  easy  to  guess  what  kind  of  speech  the  public  ex- 
pected.    The  Bulgarian  atrocities  had  by  this  time 
been  proved  beyond  the  smallest  shadow  of  doubt; 
and  they  were  shown  to  have  reached  proportions 
in  point  of  number,  of  unspeakable  cruelty,  ghastly 
horror,  almost  unjmralleled  in  the  history  of  man- 
kind.   Lord  Beaconsfield,  under  those  circumstances, 
had    a    duty   to   perform,   which    might    have   been 
humiliating  in  the  eyes  of  the   mean,  but  would  be 
glorious  in  those  of  the  generous.     He  had   mocked 
at  the   reports  of  those   atrocities  as  exaggei-ations, 
fables,  cotlee-house  babble.     And  he  had  declined  to 
consider  them  as  offering  any  ground  for  considera^ 
tion    in    forming   his    policy.      But    unquestionable 
facts  now  stood  before  him  in  terrible  contradiction 
to  his  light-hearted  denials;  and  the  whole  country 
lay  ready   to   his  hand  to  follow  him   in   a   change 
from   the  old  bad  ways  of  alliance  with   the   Turk 
Would  he   be  honest  enough  to  admit  that  he   had 
been  wrong — grossly   wrong  ?      Had  he  a  heart  big 
enough   to  respond   to  the  generous  passion   of  the 
English  people  ?     The  memory  is  still  fresh  of  the 
way    in    which   those    expectations   were    answered. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  made  no  apology  for  his  past  errors 
as  to  fact;  and  was  still  determined  to  stick  by  the 
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Turk.  Nay,  more ;  he  managed  in  this  same  speech 
to  make  one  most  important  addition  to  the  akeady 
lofty  structure  of  his  misstatements  on  the  Eastern 
question.  A  very  common  complaint  against  him 
had  been  that,  when  he  rejected  the  Berlin  Memoran- 
dum, he  had  not  met  that  proposal  by  a  counter-plan 
of  his  own.  His  reply  was  that  this  was  altogether 
a  misrepresentation.  His  Oovemment  had  made  pro- 
posals of  their  own:  those  proposals  had  been  the 
subject  "  of  daily  and  hourly  communication  between 
the  other  Powers  and  England,"  and  they  were  just 
on  the  point  of  leading  to  a  beneficent  peace  when 
Servia  declared  war.  What  will  the  reader  say  when 
he  learns  that  there  is  almost  overwhelming  ground 
for  believing  that  there  is  not  one  word  of  foundation 
for  this  immense  superstructure  of  statement  ?* 

• 

*  "On  having  recourse,"  comments  Mr.  Setlley  Taylor  on  this 
|>assagc,  "to  the  Blue  Book  where  these  asserted  negotiations  ought 
to  be  detailed  in  their  due  order,  it  is  most  staggering  to  discover 
not  a  vestige  of  them,  or  of  anything  like  them.  The  following 
question  then  arises :  At  what  point  between  the  rejection  of  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  by  Lord  Derby's  despatch  of  May  19,  and  the 
declaration  of  war  by  the  Prince  of  Servia  on  July  1,  can  all  this 

*  laying  down  of  principles,'  all  this  '  daily  and  hourly  communi- 
cation with  the  other  Powers,'  have  occurred  ?  This  question 
admits  of  being  answered  by  an  application  of  what  mathematicians 
caU  the  *  method  of  exhaustion,*  as  follows :  These  negotiations 
did  not  begin  immediately  after  the  rejection  of  the  Berlin  pro- 
poflals ;  for  Lord  Derby  told  the  House  of  Lords  (Hansard, 
July  31,)  it  would  have  been  unreasonable  to  expect  the  Northern 
Powers  at  what  was  a  moment  of  some  soreness  to  have  at  once 
accepted  a  proposal  on  a  different  basis,  even  if  the  Government 

*  had  had  such  a  proposal  to  make.'  A  week  later  these  negotiations 
had  not  been  commenced ;   for  on  May  27  Lord  Derby  told  the 
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"  Well,"  said  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  "  we  did  propose 
some    on    our   own   part.     My    noble    fidend    Lord 

Derby lost    no    time    in    laying    down   the 

principles  upon  which  he  thought  that  the  relations 
between  the  Porte  and  its  Christian  subjects  ought 
to  be  established/'  "  These  communications/*  he  con- 
tinued, "  were  occurring  constantly,  I  may  say,  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  five  other  Powers. 

If  you  ask  me,"   he  went  on  to  say,  "to 

sum  up  in  two  sentences  the  result  of  what  was,  of 
course,  daily  and  hourly  communication  between  the 

French  Ambassador  (Turkey,  No.  3,  1876,  No.  305.)  that  in  ha 
opinion,  *  unless  something  could  be  done  to  detach  Montenegro 
from  the  insurgents,  or  effectually  prevent  their  receiving  assistance 
through  and  from  Montenegro,  no  useful  result  in  the  way  of  pacifi* 
cation  could  be  expected.'  Up  to  June  2,  these  negotiations  had  not 
been  started ;  for  on  that  day  Lord  Derby  wrote  to  our  Ambassador 
^  Vienna  {Ibid.  No.  348)   that    Her   Majesty's   Government  were 

*  unable  to  do  more  than  express  their  regret  at  not  being  able  to  act 
with  the  other  Powers  who  had  concurred  in  the  Berlin  proposals' 
On  June  12,  these  negotiations  were  still  not  on  foot ;  for  on  that  day 
Lonl  Derby  told  the  Russian  Envoy  (ifeiVf.  No.  427)  that  in  his  vieir 

*  nothing  remained  except  to  allow  the  renewal  of  the  struggle  until 
success  should  have  declared  itself  ...  on  one  side  or  the  other.'  Up 
to  June  19  the  Great  Powers  knew  nothing  of  these  negotiations; 
for  on  that  day  the  Russian  Ambassador  in  London,  (^Ibid.  No.  472.) 
by  direction  of  Prince  Gortschakoff,  called  at  the  Foreign  Office  to  ask 
Lord  Derby  if  the  London  Cabinet  had  any  plan  for  effecting  a  paci- 
fication, to  communicate  it  to  that  of  St.  Petersburg.  Up  to  June  33 
these  negotiations  were  still  non-existent ;  for  on  that  day  Lord  Derby 
told  the  Austrian  Ambassador  (Ibid.  No.  481)  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  'ready  to  take  part  in  the  work  of  pacification 
when  they  saw  a  chance  of  doing  so  with  effect.  That  if  they  now 
abstained,  it  was  only  because  they  saw  nothing  to  be  done.  When 
circumstances  led  them  to  alter  that  opinion  their  inaction  would 
cease.'     On  June  28  these  negotiations  were  still  anconunenced ;  for 
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Powers  or  their  representatives  in  England,  I  must 
tell  you  this,  that  in  the  late  spring  of  this  year, 
peace,  and  peace  on  principles  which  would  have  been 
approved  by  every  wise  and  good  man,  might  have 
been  accomplished.  What  happened  ?  That  happened 
which  was  not  expected.  Servia  declared  war  upon 
Turkey."  What  are  we  to  say  to  such  a  Minister  ?  I 
have  in  the  course  of  this  narrative  given  instance  after 
instance,  until  I  have  probably  wearied  the  reader,  of 
statements  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  which  were  in  the 
grossest  and  most  palpable  contradiction  with  fact.    I 

on  that  day  Lord  Derby  stated  to  Count  Schouvaloff  (^Ihid,  No.  502) 
that  he  *  thought  it  premature  to  say  more  than  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  gladly  concur  in  any  practicable  plan  for  the 
amelioration  of  the  local  government  of  the  Turkish  provinces.' 
Finally,  up  to  June  29  no  *  principles '  had  been  *  laid  down  *  by 
Lord  Derby  ;  for  in  his  despatch  of  that  date  to  the  Russian  Ambas- 
sador {Ibid,  No.  506)  all  is  still  in  the  future.  ^Uer  Majesty's 
Government  will  willingly  join  in  recommending  such  reforms  in  the 
administration  of  the  revolted  provinces,  as  on  full  examination  they 
may  believe  to  be  practicable.'  This  brings  us  to  within  two  days  of 
that  on  which  the  war  manifesto  of  the  Prince  of  Servia  was  issued 
(July  1).  We  seem  thus  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  this  whole 
asserted  chain  of  negotiations  had  no  real  existence,  and  was  wholly 
conjured  up  by  the  imagination  of  our  Prime  Minister.  It  would  be 
ungenerous  to  withhold  from  Lord  Derby  the  tribute  of  respectful 
sympathy  due  to  a  statesman  who  must  negotiate  with  foreign  diplo- 
mats  under  a  liability  to  such  irruptions,  on  the  part  of  his  chief, 
from  the  regions  of  romance.  To  Lord  Bcaconsfield,  absorbed  as  ho 
seems  to  have  been  in  maintaining  the  integrity  of  Turkey,  some  less 
dangerous  mode  of  handling  that  of  Great  Britain  might  with  advan- 
tage have  been  recommended." — The  Condxict  of  Utr  Majesty' 9 
Minijrters  on  the  Eaatern  QH€ttion^  by  Sedlcy  Taylor,  M.A.,  32 — 34. 
Lord  Bcaconsfield  aftemvards  made  the  explanation  that  negotiations 
were  going  on,  although  not  recorded  in  the  Blue  Books  1  Very 
strange,  if  true  1 
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may  be  accused,  and  I  fear  justly  accused,  of  being 
monotonous  in  my  repetition  of  those  charges  against 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  but  the  monotony  of  my  exposure 
is  the  result  of  the  monotony  of  his  impostnre.  It  is 
the  same  story  from  beginning  to  end.  I  am  not  the 
biographer  of  a  creature  of  my  imagination,  and  to  me 
is  not  given  the  privilege  of  fashioning  the  actions 
and  the  character  of  the  man  whose  life  I  am  describing 
in  obedience  to  what  I  might  consider  the  laws  of  art 
or  of  probability.  I  cannot  relieve  my  picture  with 
light  and  shade.  I  have  to  stick  obstinately  to  fiujt; 
and  if  I  have  to  repeat  myself  over  and  over  again,  it 
is  because  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  the  same  from  the  time 
when  as  a  stripling  he  sought  election  in  1832,  down 
to  this  verj^  moment  when  he  is  seventy-four  years  of 
age,  and  the  ruler  of  this  great  Empire.  It  is  not  my 
fault  that  he  has  carried  into  manhood  and  into  old 
age  the  follies,  the  faults,  and  the  scandals  of  his  youth. 
It  might  have  been  expected,  even  from  him,  that  the 
responsibilities  of  his  great  station  would  have  exercised 
some  sobering  influence  upon  his  character,  and  some 
purifying  effect  upon  his  principles  of  conduct ;  but,  as 
in  the  instance  just  quoted,  I  find  him  again  making  the 
most  unfounded  statements,  although  the  Premier  of 
England,  and  although  every  one  of  those  statements 
affected  the  existence  of  millions  of  human  beings  in  the 
present,  and  millions  of  human  beings  in  the  future. 

This  then  was  the  reply  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  to  give 
to  that  tremendous  storm  of  righteous  public  indig- 
nation. Not  one  word  of  real  sympathy  had  he  for  the 
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victims  of  Turkish  massacres,  Turkish  lust,  and  Turkish 
atrocities  of  every  imaginable  character.  The  cries  of 
these  widows  and  children  pierced  not  his  ear  and 
moved  not  his  heart ;  and  he  worked  on  steadily  in 
his  firm  purpose  of  pursuing  the  Hebrew  and  Turkish 
policy  in  spite  of  whatever  misery  to  Christian  man 
and  woman  and  child  that  policy  might  involve.* 
This,  too,  was  the  speech  by  which  he  first  signalised 
his  attainment  of  the  title  which  was  destined  for  the 
ever-memorable  statesman,  whose  lofby  soul  and  whose 
great  heart  have,  as  much  as  his  splendid  intellect, 
secured  for  him  everlasting  fame. 

Let  me  make  about  this  Aylesbury  speech  one 
remark  more.  Everybody  who  is  frank  must  acknow- 
ledge that  Lord  Beaconsfield,  when  he  first  had  to 
deal  with  this  Eastern  difficulty,  was  met  by  a  tradi- 
tional policy  which  had  been  approved  of  by  nearly 
all  his  predecessors.  Nobody  can  fairly  deny  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  independence  and  integrity 
of  Turkey  was  one  of  the  most  firm  traditions  of 
English  policy,  and  was  one  which  the  people  of 
England  had  been  taught  by  the  majority  of  their 
rulers  to  consider  as  one  of  England's  greatest  inte- 
rests.    But  the  Bulgarian  atrocities,  coming  with  the 

*  Another  cause  for  the  indifference  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  all 
his  fellow-Jews  to  the  sufferings  of  the  Turkish  Christians  is  that, 
unfortunately,  some  of  those  previously  emancipated  employed  their 
liberty  in  oppressing  the  Hebrew  race  with  the  ferocity  of  the  Middle 
Ages.  Vindictiveness  is  not  a  jmssion  wholly  foreign  to  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's  nature ;  and  I  have  little  doubt  that,  in  his  anti-Christian 
policy,  he  was  not  uninfluenced  by  a  desire  to  avenge  the  wrongs  his 
race  had  suffered  in  those  Eastern  regions. 
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thunderous  awakening  of  an  earthquake,  had  swept 
away  for  the  moment  this  whole  policy  founded  on 
falsehood  and  injustice,  and  it  was  quite  open  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield, — if  his  heart  were  at  all  susceptible  to  the 
enlightening  influence  of  the  voice  of  humanity  and 
justice, — to  have  changed  his  opinions,  and  to  have  ac- 
cepted, as  the  English  people  did,  the  reversal  of  his 
preconceived  views.    He  had  the  fullest  opportunity  at 
that  moment  of  making  a  new  and  glorious  departure 
in  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country  in  the  East.    But 
he  rejected  the  grand  occasion.    From  iSrst  to  last  his 
policy  was  persistently,  uniformly,  without  interrup- 
tion, a  policy  of  friendship  to   the  Turk   and  the 
oppressor,  and  hate  to  the  Christian  and  the  oppressed.* 
He  took  no  advantage  of  the  noble   passions  that 
were  then  existing  in  the  public  mind,  to  lead  on  the 
people  still  further  on  the  right  path  upon  which  they 
had  so  enthusiastically  entered.     It   must    also  be 

*  Let  my  use  of  the  word  "  Christian  "  in  disctissing  this  question 
not  be  misunderstood.  I  have  no  desire  whatever  to  discuss  the 
question  on  a  religious  basis.  If  the  majority  of  the  Turkish  gubjects 
were  Mussulmans  whom  a  Christian  confederation  of  Pashas  at 
Constantinople  were  plundering,  ravaging,  and  assassinating,  my 
opinion  would  be  just  as  strongly  in  favour  of  the  MussuUmh 
majority,  and  as  strongly  against  the  Christian  minority,  as  it  is 
now  in  favour  of  the  Christian  majority  and  against  the  Mahometan 
minority.  My  use  of  the  word  "  Christian  "  must  therefore  be  taken 
simply  as  an  employment  of  one  of  the  tenns  by  which  those  sub- 
jects of  Turkey  are  best  known.  The  only  occasion  on  which  I  use 
it,  meaning  it  to  bear  its  distinctly  religious  signification,  is  when  I 
am  speaking  of  the  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  personally.  It  is 
part  of  my  case  against  him  that  he  viewed  this  whole  Eastern 
controversy  from  the  Jew's  standpoint—from  the  standpoint  of  the 
enemy  and  not  the  friend  of  Christians. 
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remembered,  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  an  oppor- 
tunity, in  the  disposition  of  his  colleagues,  as  in  the 
transformation  of  public  opinion,  for  revolutionising 
his  policy.  It  is  now  as  well  known  as  any  £a«t  in 
the  whole  history  of  those  negotiations,  that  Lord 
Derby,  Lord  Carnarvon,  and  in  the  beginning  Lord 
Salisbury,  would  have  been  only  too  willing  to  have 
given  up  fighting  for  the  infamous  cause  of  the  Turk. 
It  is,  therefore,  clear  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  could 
have  carried  his  own  Cabinet  with  him,  as  well  as 
the  English  people,  in  the  new  and  more  glorious 
objects  of  defending  the  oppressed.  Therefore  I  say 
that  on  him  individually,  as  distinct  from  his  pre- 
decessors, rests  the  responsibility  of  keeping  this 
country  in  the  old  bad  ways  of  supporting  Turkish 
tyranny.  On  him  rests  the  responsibility  of  having 
turned  enlightened  public  opinion  back  into  dark- 
ness, of  having  once  more  sunk  the  aroused  public 
conscience  into  the  mire  of  international  immorality, 
of  having  sealed  up  those  wells  of  truly  human  feelings 
which  were  then  opened.  It  is  to  him,  therefore,  and 
to  him  only,  we  must  ascribe  one  of  the  blackest  pages 
of  national  immorality  with  which  the  annals  of  our 
history  are  darkened. 

The  next  occasion  on  which  Lord  Beaconsfield 
favoured  the  country  with  an  exposition  of  his  policy 
was  at  the  Guildhall  Banquet  on  November  9,  1876. 
In  this  speech  he  repeated  his  Aylesbury  &ble  as  to 
the  negotiations  on  a  basis  proposed  by  England,  and 
he  denounced,  in  most  vehement  terms,  the  conduct  of 
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the  heroic  principality  of  Servia  in  entering  upon  a 
terribly  unequal  fight  with  the  oommon  oppressor  of 
the  Christian  Slavs.    He  declared  his  firm  intention 
to  stand  by  the  old  policy  of  maintaining  the  inde- 
pendence and  integrity  of  Turkey,  and  he  wound  up 
with  a  bellicose  challenge  to  all  the  world  on  the  part 
of  England.    "  We  have  nothing  to  gain  by  war.    We 
are  essentially  a  non-aggressive  power.     There  are  no 
cities  and  no  provinces  that  we  desire  to  appropriate. 
....  But  if  the  struggle  comes,  it  should  be  recol- 
lected that  there  is  no  country  so  prepared  for  war  as 
England — (loud  and  renewed  applause) — ^because  there 
is  no  country  whose  resources  are  so  great.     In  a 
righteous  cause — and  I  trust  that  England  will  never 
embark  in  a  war  except  in  a  righteous  cause,  a  cause 
that  concerns   her  liberty,  her   independence,  or  her 
empire — England  is  not  a  country  that  will  have  to 
inquire  whether  she  can  enter  into  a  second  or  a  third 
campaign.     In  a  righteous  cause  England  will  com- 
mence a  tight  that  will  not  end  until  right  is  done. 
(Loud  and  prolonged  applause.)"* 

I  hurry  on  from  this  to  the  time  when,  after 
severe  pressure,  he  consented  to  send  Lord  Salisbuiy 
to  the  Constantinople  Conference.  When  that  Con- 
ference failed,  it  became  evident  that  nothing  was 
to  be  obtained  from  Turkey  by  persuasion,  that  she 
had  detennined  to  still  go  on  oppressing  in  her  old 
way,  and  that  the  only  guarantee  she  was  ready  to 
give  was  a  guarantee  that  had  become   as  utterly 

♦  Daily  Xetcs,  Nov.  10,  1876. 
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worthless  as  the  oath  of  a  convicted  peijurer:  the 
guarantee  of  her  promises  a  hundred  times  renewed, 
and  a  hundred  times  broken.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, as  united  Europe  did  not  intervene,  Russia 
took  up  the  cause  of  her  oppressed  brethren,  and 
entered  upon  what  the  SpectcUor  correctly  described 
as  the  most  just  and  necessary  war  of  our  time.*  I 
do  not  intend  here  to  overload  my  pages  with  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  this  opinion,  for  the  controversy  is 
too  recent.  I  must  content  myself  with  saying  that 
if  ever  a  proposition  appeared  to  me  true,  it  is  the 
proposition  of  the  Spectator  that  the  Russian  war  was 
a  most  just  and  a  most  necessary  war.  England  did 
not  intervene,  but  we  have  the  strongest  evidence — 
the  evidence  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  own  words — that 
if  he  had  had  his  way,  she  would  have  intervened, 
and  the  arms  of  England  would  have  been  joined  to 
those  of  Turkey  in  preserving  the  intolerable  horrors 
of  Turkish  rule.  The  opposition  of  his  colleagues, 
and  the  fortunately  still  healthy  public  opinion  of  the 
country,  stood  in  the  way  of  this  tremendous  national 
crime.  The  force  of  the  Liberal  party  had  compelled 
his  Foreign  Secretary  to  write  a  despatch  in  which 
those  Bulgarian  horrors,  the  existence  of  which  he  had 
dismissed  as  vain  delusions,  as  "coffee-house  babble,'' 
were  admitted  to  be  founded  on  fact ;  those  Circassians 
whom  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  described  as  innocent  and 
peaceful  agriculturists,  were  declared  to  be  fiends  of 
cruelty;  and  a  demand  was  made  that  Chefket  Pasha, 

•  April  28, 1877. 
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their  ringleader,  should  be  hanged  But  for  these 
circumstances  we  might  have  beheld  the  soldiers  of 
England  side  by  side  with  those  of  Turkey  engaged  in 
the  unholy  work  of  maintaining  Turkish  oppression. 
I  need  not  dwell  on  the  many  incidents  that  took 
place  during  the  progress  of  the  war.  Suffice  it  to  say 
that  in  every  point  of  her  advance  in  her  work  of 
emancipation,  Russia  found  herself  thwarted  by  the 
English  Prime  Minister,  and  that  her  hand  any  day 
might  have  been  stayed,  had  Lord  Beaconsfield  only 
obtained  the  assistance  of  some  other  Europecui  Power 
in  carrying  out  his  malign  policy. 

At  last  the  Russians  had  succeeded  in  beating  down 
the  opposition  of  their  enemy,  complete  victory  had 
been  achieved,  and  they  were  approaching  within 
sight  of  Constantinople.  We  all  know  what  took 
place  then ;  how  there  were  movements  of  English 
fleets  and  English  soldiers,  and  for  a  moment  we 
seemed  to  stand  on  the  dizzy  brink  of  war. 

Who  that  has  ever  lived  through  it  can  forget  that 
terrible  time  ?  There  was  no  cause  for  which  we  could 
go  to  war  except  an  uiiholy  one.  There  was  no  interest 
of  ours  really  threatened.  There  was  no  possible 
excuse  which  would  bear  the  examination  of  a  second 
why  we  should  appeal  to  arms ;  and  yet  every  day  was 
filled  with  warlike  rumours,  and  every  morning  we 
rose  with  the  expectation  of  finding  this  country  com- 
mitted to  a  contest  with  Russia.  There  is  a  phenomenon 
in  the  climate  of  London  at  certain  periods  of  the  year, 
with  which  its  inhabitants  are  too  familiar.     There  are 
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days  when  the  sky  is  clouded,  the  atmosphere  heavily 
laden,  and  the  light  is  drear  and  ghastly.  Under  the 
influence  of  such  atmospheric  surroundings,  the  mind 
is  assailed  by  thoughts  of  some  impending  catastrophe 
— horrible,  appalling,  resistless,  shapeless.  Such  was 
the  moral  condition  of  this  country  during  the  closing 
days  of  the  war.  We  saw  impending  upon  us  a  terrible 
doom.  We  knew  not  why  it  approached,  or  how  it 
could  be  averted ;  but  there  it  moved  steadily  step  by 
step  upon  us,  while  we  stood  awaiting  its  advance  in 
dazed  and  impotent  horror. 

This  terrible  time  is  marked  by  other  scenes  upon 
which  we  can  look  back  with  little  less  of  shame  or 
disgust.  When  the  friends  of  sense,  justice,  and  peace 
endeavoured  to  arrest  the  threatening  catastrophe, 
Rowdyism  was  proclaimed  king.  The  bibulous  patron 
of  the  music  hall,  the  unfledged  medical  student, 
the  whole  mass  of  ignorance,  ruffianism,  and  folly, 
bore  down  any  attempt  of  intelligence,  or  honesty,  or 
humanity  to  make  itself  heard.  Authority,  meantime, 
looked  on  and  applauded.  When  a  wretched  fellow  in 
a  music  hall  sang  his  more  wretched  rhymes,  the 
highest  authority  in  the  realm  was  advised  to  send 
him  a  letter  of  congratulation  on  his  patriotic  verses. 
When  a  mob  assailed  a  body  of  peaceful  citizens  of 
London  in  expressing  their  opinions,  the  ringleader 
was  a  Lord  Mayor,  who  has  since  received  his  pitiful 
reward ;  and  the  Ministers  were  not  ashamed  to  receive 
the  representatives  of  rowdyism  in  private  conclave. 
Nor  was  this  the  only  form  of  strange  combination 
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which  that  portentous  seaaon  brought  forth.  The 
cynicism  of  the  highest  ooalesoed  with  the  blood- 
thirstiness  in  the  lowest  classes ;  the  levity  of  the  richest 
with  the  darkness  of  the  most  needy.  Pall  Mall  became 
as  brutal  as  Ratcliffe  Highway ;  and  while  our  'p&ro- 
leibses  screached  after  their  manner  for  slaughter,  the 
ladies  of  fashion  exercised  their  immemorial  privilege  of 
lowering  their  thumbs  that  the  gashed  might  also  die. 
It  seemed  as  if  the  whole  of  the  country  had  gone  mad. 
Every  bad  national  passion  that  can  lie  concealed  in 
the  heart  of  a  nation  was  roused  to  fury :  the  hate  of 
right,  the  love  of  wrong,  the  lust  for  blood;  became  the 
ruling  frenzy.  On  this  foul  tide  the  barque  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  fortimes  floated  with  all  sails  set,  trium- 
phantly, proudly, — most  appropriately.  The  lower  a 
nation's  mood,  the  higher  rise  such  as  he. 

The  Hebrew  Premier  had  indeed  reduced  the  Grentiles 
to  an  abyssmal  depth  of  degradation.  But  Lord 
Beaconsfield  wanted  to  raise  himself  still  higher,  and 
therefore  it  became  necessary  that  he  should  drag 
down  the  English  people  still  lower.  He  had  changed 
the  country  from  being  the  pole-star  of  the  oppressed, 
to  the  friend,  the  ally,  the  chief  support  of  a  most 
guilty  oppressor.  The  nation  of  Wilberforce  had 
become  the  nation  of  Beaconsfield;  the  emancipator 
of  the  negro  had  been  changed  to  the  fellow-tyrant  of 
the  Bulgaiian.*     This,  in   all  conscience,  was  trans- 

*  The  similarity  of  the  cause  of  the  Bulgarian  to  that  of  the  negro 
slave  has  been  too  much  lost  sight  of  in  the  Eastern  controversj. 
The  central  point  in  the  whole  question — all  the  rest  being  merelj 
Bubsidiarj— is,  that  on  the  one  side  there  were  personB  in  a  state  ci 
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formation  sufficiently  lamentable.  But  England,  while 
thus  interfering  with  the  liberty  of  others,  had,  at 
least,  preserved  her  own.  That  also  Lord  Beaconsfield 
set  himself  to  restrict 

The  reader  will  perhaps  remember  those  extracts  I 
made  from  Lord  Beaconsfield's  chief  work  during  his 
Toung  England  imposture.  Lord  Beaconsfield  lays 
down  in  "Coningsby  "  over  and  over  again  the  doctrine 
that  Parliamentary  institutions  were  ridiculous  and 
effete,  and  that  the  true  mode  of  government  was 
through  the  monarch  and  the  multitude.*  One  of  the 
many  advantages,  as  I  have  remarked  in  an  early  part 

absolute  seiritudef  and  on  the  other  side  their  masters.  Some  of  the 
muddle-headed  people,  who  took  the  side  of  Turkey,  and,  so  doing, 
thought  they  were  upholding  the  honour  of  England,  would  have 
been  indignant  if  they  had  been  asked  whether  they  thought  the 
maintenance  of  negro  slavery  would  add  to  English  glory.  Yet  the 
case  of  the  Bulgarian  was  even  stronger  than  that  of  the  negra 
Mr.  Gladstone  put  this  important  part  of  the  Liberal  case  well  in 
one  of  his  Essays.  "  Our  duty,"  he  wrote,  "  the  duty  of  those  with 
whom  I  sympathise,  is  to  be  true  to  our  text  such  as  it  has  been  from 
the  first,  and  to  recollect  that  this  question  is,  above  aU  and  before 
all  things,  the  question  of  the  subject  races ;  of  redeeming,  from  a 
servitude  worse  than  that  of  the  negro,  a  population  twice  that  of  the 
negroes  ever  held  in  slavery ;  and  a  population  who,  before  the  yoke 
was  laid  upon  their  necks,  were  our  compeers,  our  equal  competitors 
in  the  race  of  civilization." — '*  The  Peace  to  Come,"  Nineteenth  Ogn" 
tury^  iiu212.  And  again:  '* Her  domination  over  the  subject  races 
has  been  incurable,  just  as  slavery  was  incurable ;  or  (to  take  a  vastly 
milder  instance),  just  as  Protestant  ascendency  in  Ireland  was  in* 
curable.  The  thing  is  incurable,  but  not  the  men  who  have  to  do  with 
the  thing.  To  make  them  curable,  you  have  to  take  them  out  of  a 
position  which  is  false,  and  to  leave  them  in  a  position  which  is  true, 
sound,  and  normaL  Let  the  daily  power  of  the  Turk  in  Bulgaria  be 
destroyed,  as  the  power  of  the  slaveholder  has  been  destroyed  in 
every  Christian  country  except  one.** — Ihid.  219. 
*  See  aiUe,  283—234. 
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of  this  work,  we  have  derived  from  the  last  Premier- 
ship of  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  that  we  have  seen  the 
realization  in  every-day  life  of  some  of  the  worst  and 
wildest  dreams  of  Mr.  Disraeli's  romances.  I  do  not 
profess  to  know  whether  Lord  Beaconsfield  really 
believes  in  the  "  monarch  and  the  multitude "  as  an 
abstract  proposition.  He  had,  when  it  suited  his 
purpose,  preached,  as  has  been  seen,  the  opposite 
doctrine  of  the  sublimity  of  Parliament  and  the 
loftiness  of  its  privileges.  At  this  juncture,  however, 
he  found  that  the  monarch  and  the  multitude  happened 
to  be  on  his  side,  and,  accordingly,  the  doctrine  recom- 
mended itself  immensely  to  that  keen  perception  of 
his  own  interest  which  does  duty  with  him  for  convic- 
tion. With  his  romancer's  eye  to  dramatic  eflfect,  he 
was  captured,  too,  by  the  idea  of  converting  the  dreams 
of  his  earlier  years  into  world-moving  facts.  He  could 
see  before  his  eyes  the  historian  of  the  future  drawing 
that  most  wonderful  picture  of  the  novelist's  dreams 
accomplished;  and  how  his  vain  bosom  has  swelled 
before  that  prospect ! 

Thus  came  this  new  phase  in  our  history,  that  we 
who  had  independent  Parliaments,  when  no  other 
country  in  Europe  had  dreamt  of  representative  insti- 
tutions, even  in  its  highest  aspirations  after  liberty, — 
that  we  who  had  kept  that  great  institution  sacred  and 
unsullied  in  spite  of  a  long  succession  of  kings, — we, 
who  had  grown  through  freedom  to  be  one  of  the  great- 
est of  empires, — we,  who  for  centuries  had  been  the 
pattern  of  popular  liberty  with  all  the  world  through 
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our  Parliamentary  institutions, — we,  under  the  spell 
of  our  Oriental  dictator,  were  taught  to  trample  our 
representative  institutions  under  foot.  On  April  16, 
1878,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dismissed  the 
House  of  Commons  with  the  assurance  that  the  situ- 
ation was  all  tranquil,  and  that  our  legislators  might 
go  to  their  homes  in  the  utmost  security  of  mind.  On 
the  very  following  morning  England  learned  that  the 
Indian  troops  had  been  ordered  to  Malta !  And  by* 
and-by  came  a  more  flagrant  breach  of  our  constitu- 
tional liberties. 

Well,  we  escaped  the  perils  of  a  war  with  Russia  in 
spite  of  everything  that  had  been  done  to  precipitate 
such  a  conflict  Then  came  the  San  Stefano  Treaty. 
To  that  treaty  the  English  Government  at  once  raised 
objections.  A  mode  of  escape  from  the  difficulty  was 
proposed.  It  was  accepted  by  all  the  other  great 
powers,  including  Austria,  whose  interests  are  far  more 
seriously  threatened  by  a  Russian  advance  in  Turkey 
than  are  the  interests  of  Elngland.  Again  Lord  Beacons- 
field  broke  up  the  European  concert,  and  again  we 
stood  face  to  face  with  the  horrible  contingency  of 
an  utterly  causeless  war.  I  am  not  going  over  the 
dreary  negotiations  which  took  place  upon  this  diffi- 
culty created  by  the  English  Prime  Minister.  Suffice 
it  to  say  that  before  the  question  was  settled,  two  of 
the  ablest  and  honestest  of  his  colleagues  had  finally, 
in  spite  of  the  immense  temptations  to  the  contrary, 
separated  themselves  from  any  responsibility  in  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  unholy  enterprises. 
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The  Berlin  Congress  was  at  last  arranged,  and  then 
the  question  came  by  whom  we  should  be  represented. 
Those  who  knew  Lord  Beaconsfield's  career  were  not  at 
all  astonished  to  learn  that  he  himself  had  resolved 
to  be  one  of  the  plenipotentiaries  of  England  on  the 
occasion.  In  his  early  days  one  of  his  favourite 
dreams  had  been  to  take  part  in  a  European  Congress. 
In  "  Vivian  Grey,"  in  which  under  a  fictitious  name 
he  describes  his  own  longings  and  the  achievements  he 
was  performing  in  imagination,  the  hero  is  described 
as  ingeniously  defeating*  the  most  elaborate  schemes 
of  a  skilled  and  veteran  diplomatist.  In  "  Contarini 
Fleming,"  again,  as  I  have  shown  in  passages  I  have 
quoted  from  that  work,  he  was  playing  the  same 
part  of  a  triumphant  negotiator  amid  the  councils  of 
Europe.  And  now  that  the  opportunity  came  of 
carrying  those  boyish  dreams  into  realization,  of  course 
he  seized  upon  it. 

The  cause  which,  according  to  themselves,  the 
English  delegates  went  to  Berlin  to  represent,  was 
the  cause  of  the  public  law  of  Europe.  The  basis 
of  all  their  objections  to  the  proposals  of  Kussia, — 
proposals  backed  by  Europe, — the  principle  upon 
which  they  were  ready  to  plunge  this  country  into 
war,  was  that  a  European  Council  alone  could  modify 
the  arrangement  which  a  previous  European  Council 
had  made.  Their  demand,  therefore,  all  through  was 
that,  as  the  San  Ste&no  Treaty  materially  modified  the 
European  agreement  of  1856,  the  San  Stefieaio  Treaty 
in  all  and  every  part  should  be  brought  before  another 
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European  Council  What  happened?  One  evening 
the  whole  country  was  startled  by  the  intelligence 
published  in  a  newspaper  friendly  to  the  Adminis- 
tration, that  our  delegates — the  representatives  of 
European  law,  the  advocates,  even  to  the  extent  of 
war,  of  every  new  modification  in  the  Paris  Treaty 
being  submitted  in  its  entirety  to  a  European  Coimcil 
— ^had  themselves  made  a  secret  and  single-handed 
engagement  before  they  had  entered  into  the  European 
Council  at  all,  and  that  this  engagement  made  the 
most  serious  changes  in  the  provisions  of  the  Paris 
Treaty.  Everybody  remembers  well  the  candid  an- 
swer which  his  lordship  of  Salisbury  gave  to  the  first 
question  asked  about  this  extraordinary  arrangement 
when  it  appeared  in  the  shape  of  a  mere  brief  sketch. 
After  a  while  the  Qlohe  was  able  to  prove  its  words 
by  the  production  of  the  entire  agreement.  Tricky 
answers  could  no  longer  be  tried,  and  Europe  therefore 
learnt  that  these  people,  who  were  talking  of  play- 
ing a  thoroughly  honest  game,  had  gone  into  the 
Council  of  Europe  with  loaded  dice,  and  cards  up 
every  sleeve. 

The  result  of  the  Berlin  Conference  is  known.  The 
whole  aim  of  our  representatives  there  was  to  restore 
to  the  ruthless  grasp  of  Turkey  as  many  as  possible 
of  the  unfortunate  subjects  whom  Russia,  after  tre- 
mendous sacrifices  of  blood  and  money,  had  rescued ; 
and  everybody  knows  that,  to  the  everlasting  shame 
of  our  representatives,  and  also  to  the  shame  of  our 
country,  those  efforts,  to  a  considerable  extent,  pre- 
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vailed.  Everybody  knows,  too,  that  glorying  in  their 
shame,  the  Ministry  afterwards  published  a  map  in 
which  they  showed  by  colours  the  tract  of  territory 
which  their  efforts  had  succeeded  in  handing  once 
more  over  to  the  ruthless  oppressor. 

But  the  strangest  and  most  senseless  phenomenon 
was  yet  to  come.  Just  as  the  Council  of  Europe  was 
about  to  break  up,  the  people  learned  through  the 
newspapers  that  the  Ministry  had  undertaken,  on 
their  own  responsibility,  an  additional  burden,  whose 
far-reaching  consequences  not  even  yet  can  any  one 
foretell.  For  this  act,  again,  we  have  to  come  back 
to  the  early  imaginings  of  Lord  Beaconsfield*s  fiction. 
In  "  Tancred"  we  find  it  laid  down  that  England  was, 
in  time,  to  seek  to  become  an  Eastern  Power,  and 
that  when  she  again  helped  Turkey  she  was  to  have 
Cyprus  and  the  protectorate  of  Asia  as  her  reward.* 

*  *'  Let  the  Queen  of  the  Engliah  collect  a  great  fleet,  let  her  stow 
away  all  her  treasure,  bullion,  gold  plate,  and  precious  arms ;  t* 
accompanied  by  all  her  court  and  chief  people,  and  transfer  the  seat 
of  her  empire  from  London  to  DelhL  There  she  will  find  an  immemie 
empire  ready  made,  a  first-rate  army,  and  a  large  revenue.  In  tltf 
meantime  I  ^ill  arrange  with  Mehemet  AIL  He  shall  have  Bagdad 
and  Mesopotamia,  and  pour  the  Bedoueen  cavalry  into  Persia.  I  will 
take  care  of  Syria  and  Asia  Minor.  The  only  way  to  manage  the 
Afghans  is  by  Persia  and  by  the  Arabs.  We  will  acknowledge  the 
Empress  of  India  as  our  suzerain,  and  secure  for  her  the  Levantioe 
coast.  If  she  like,  she  shall  have  Alexandria  as  she  now  has  Malu; 
it  could  be  arranged.  Your  queen  is  young  ;  she  has  an  axtwt. 
Aberdeen  and  Sir  Peel  will  never  give  her  this  advice  ;  their  habit! 
are  formed.  They  are  too  old,  too  rutii.  But,  you  see  !  the  greatest 
empire  that  ever  existed  ;  besides  which  she  gets  rid  of  the  embarras- 
ment  of  her  Chambers  !  and  quite  practicable  ;  for  the  only  difficult 
part,  the  conquest  of  India,  which  baffled  Alexander,  ia  all  dome ! "— 
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It  was  much  more  important  to  Lord  Beaconsfield 
that  again  the  future  historian  should  be  able  to  point 
to  this  dramatic  coincidence  of  his  career,  than  that 
the  interests  of  this  great  empire  should  be  most 
seriously  imperilled.  To  this  being  ^'  reckless  of  all 
things  save  his  own  prosperity,"  what  is  Elngland,  what 
is  Europe,  what  is  the  whole  world,  provided  incense 
be  offered  to  the  god  of  self  whom  alone  he  adores  ? 
Here,  again,  was  a  trampling  upon  the  parliamentary 
institutions  of  this  country  which  not  the  wildest 
dreamer  would  have  ever  thought  possible.  Here, 
again,  was  an  example  of  the  manner  in  which  our 
Ministry  understood  their  position  as  the  advocates 
of  the  law  of  Europe ! 

I  do  not  intend  to  stop  on  my  way  to  discuss  at 
any  length  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention.  Suffice  it 
to  say  that  to  my  mind  even  the  advocates  of  the 
Ministry  themselves  have  already  discovered  that  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  so  far  as  it  might  have 
conferred  any  benefit  on  this  country,  has  already 
been  tried  and  found  wanting ;  and  that,  so  far  as 
it  may  lay  on  us  heavy  responsibility,  it  still  un- 
happily remains.  The  island  of  Cyprus — the  acqui- 
sition of  which  was  supposed  to  be  such  a  wondrous 
exploit — ^has  proved  to  be  but  a  poor  gain,  and  the 
promised  reforms  in  Asia  Minor,  which  were  to  be  the 

Tancred,  new  ed.,  263.     And  with   regard  to  Cypnia — "  the  Kngliih 

want  Cyprus,  and  they  will  take  it  as  compensation The 

English  will  not  do  the  business  of  the  Turks  again  for  nothing/* — 
Ibid.  237-8. 
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basis  of  our  accepting  the  protectorate,  have  yet  to 
come.* 

The  Treaty  of  Berlin  I  cannot  stay  to  discuss.  In 
my  opinion,  that  Treaty  is  practically  dead  already. 
As  long,  of  course,  as  the  present  Ministry  are  in  power, 
it  will  be  their  policy  to  maintain  that  document ;  bat 
he  must  indeed  be  a  strange  being  who  can  suppose 
that  the  barrier  of  the  Balkans  can  keep  apart  the 
Bulgarian  people — similar  in  race,  in  religion,  in 
memories, — the  one  free,  the  other  still  enslaved ;  and 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  Ministerial  triumph  over 
humanity  in  the  transformation  of  the  San  Stefiwo 
Treaty  into  the  Berlin  Treaty,  had  not  even  the  small 
compensation  of  a  triumph  over  Russia.  As  Mr. 
Gladstone  has  justly  pointed  out,  the  greatest  barrier 
to  a  Russian  advance  on  Constantinople  are  indepen- 
dent states.     But  we  have  taken  the  precaution  to 

•  Since  I  wrote  those  lines,  events  have  occurred  which  still  further 
confirm  the  truth  of  those  views.  The  Turks  themselves,  and  Lord 
Salisbury  and  Sir  Austen  Layard  confess— unwittingly,  probably,  and 
not,  of  course,  willingly — that  all  hopes  of  reform  in  Asia  are  illusory 
without  the  aid  of  English  money  :  and  money  from  England  the 
Turks  won't  get.  What  a  conmientary  on  the  war-passion  of  last  year 
are  the  events  connected  with  the  Rhodope  grant !  The  strongeet 
Ministry  of  our  generation  could  not  obtain  from  a  Turcophile  and 
most  favourable  House  of  Commons  a  few  thousands  for  starving  Turks. 
And  a  private  subscription,  headed  by  the  Premier,  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  and  the  Rothschilds,  ended  in  a  killing  froet  and  a  few 
thousands  !  And  for  this  people,  for  whom  we  would  not  subscribe 
a  tithe  of  the  money  sent  to  China,  our  light-hearted  AOnisterialists 
were  calling  on  us  a  short  time  ago  to  sacrifice  millions  of  "Rnglwk 
money,  as  well  as  thousands  of  English  lives !  If  there  bad  been  a 
war,  where  would  England,  where  would  Lord  Beaconsfield  be  now! 
Heavens  !  what  an  escape  we  have  had  ! 
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destroy  one  of  these  barriers,  and  have  left  still  an 
enslaved  Sclav  population  on  which  Russia  can  intrigue 
against  the  continuance  of  the  peace  of  Turkey. 

On  Tuesday,  July  16,  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Lord 
Salisbury  made  their  entrance  into  London.  The 
crowd  which  was  gratified  by  such  poor  trickery  in 
diplomacy,  and  by  the  acquisition  of  a  miserable  and 
useless  little  island,  and  a  still  more  useless  protec- 
torate, held  high  holiday,  and  the  English  Plenipo- 
tentiaries found  before  them  a  decorated  platform  and 
multitudes  enthusiastically  cheering  them.  "Imagine," 
writest  he  Daily  Telegraph^&i  chronicler  of  such  a 
day ! — "  a  crimson-covered  gallery  built  up  against  the 
western  wall,  and  seeming  to  rise  out  of  a  bank  of 
bloom,  with  here  and  there  a  palm  or  fern  to  serve 
as  a  foil  to  the  splendour  of  colour.  Fancy  the  lamp- 
posts made  into  things  of  beauty  by  spirals  of  flowers 
and  leaves.  Picture  tall  palms  lifting  their  graceful 
forms  from  masses  of  other  flowers  and  ferns.  Think 
of  the  platform  bordered  with  plants  in  beds,  looking 
as  natural  as  though  a  supernatural  gardener  by  '  so 
potent  art'  had  made  them  grow  there.  Imagine 
orange  trees  shedding  around  light  reflected  from 
their  leaves  of  lustrous  green ;  then  more  ferns  and 
flowers  crowning  and  glorifying  the  little  wooden 
offices  (!),  erst  as  prosaic  in  appearance  as  in  use  (!) " ; 
and  so  on.  "  When  .  .  .  the  bell,*'  says  our  writer, 
describing  another  incident,  ''  announced  the  ap- 
proach of  the  train,  the  whole  station,  from  the 
crimson  gallery,  crowded  with  rank  and  fashion,  to 
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the    farthest    platform    filled  with    Greenwich  pas- 
sengers, and  to  the  highest  hotel  window,  with  its 
row  of  heads,  woke  up  to  demonstrative  life.     Then, 
too,   the   usual   exclamations  indicative    of   relieved 
suspense  were  heard   on   every  hand — ^nay,   not  the 
usual    exclamationa      People    did    not    say   to   one 
another,  referring  to  the  train,   'Here   she   comes T 
nor,  speaking  of  its  passengers,  with  a  comprehensive- 
ness that  took  in  even  the  stoker,  'Here  they  comeT 
The  remark  was,  'Here  Ac  comes!'  and  there  could 
be  no  mistake  about  the  pronoun.     As  the    train 
glided   alongside    the    crimson    platform,  every  eye 
searched    for    him.      Where    was  Ac  ?      Eager    eyes 
watched  every  opening  door,  till,  at  last,  a  half-score 
of    equally   eager  hands  were   seen   thrust    forward 
to  help  the  descent  of  a  gentleman  wearing  a  long 
grey  travelling  coat.    '  There  he  is ! '  .  .  .  Men  started 
up,  hat  in  hand,  and  pushed  their  way  among  the 
gathering,  shouting  mass  on  the  platform,   anxious 
for  a  near  view  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  hoping,  perhaps, 
to  grasp  his  hand.     Ladies  even  came  forward,  under 
escort,  with  a  like  object,  and  it  seemed  at  one  time 
as  though  the  reception  would  embarrass  by  its  ex- 
ceeding warmth.  ...  As  for  the  people  on  the  plat- 
fonn,    they    surrounded    and    followed    the    vehicle, 
cheering  as  they  went,  and  so  passed    through  the 
archway.     But  their  applause  was  only  as  a  river, 
which,  rushing  between   its  banks,  becomes  lost  in 
the   ocean.     The  multitude  outside   gave    voice   to- 
gether, and  swallowed  up  the  stream  of  cheers  on 
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which  floated  into  their  sight  the  hero  of  the  Berlin 
Peace." 

It  is  needless  to  follow  the  enthusiastic  account 
much  further;  suflice'it  to  say  that  Lord  Beaconsfield 
met  with  a  similar  greeting  on  his  way  to  Downing 
Street.  The  "  cheering  came  down  like  thimder." 
Four  "voices  from  north,  south,  east^  and  west  con- 
verged in  a  national  and  Trafalgar  Square  chorus." 
The  "  compliment "  was  '*  one  of  tremendous  import," 
and  so  on. 

This  picture  is  certainly  of  all  the  pictures  in 
human  history  one  of  the  strangest,  if  not  the  saddest. 
Here  were  these  multitudes  of  free  English  Christians 
cheering  the  man  who  had  given  back  more  than  a 
million  of  Christians  to  the  most  degrading  slavery, 
as  if  he  had  conferred  an  everlasting  honour  upon 
the  name  of  England,  and  had  most  at  heart  the 
interests  of  Christendom.  To  those  benighted  beings, 
the  acquisition  of  Cyprus  and  the  protectorate  of  Asia 
Minor  were  the  great  interests  of  the  hour ;  but  to 
the  future  historian  a  little  episode,  of  which  these 
cheering  multitudes  knew  nothing,  will  probably  ap* 
pear  the  most  interesting. 

Again  we  quote  our  eloquent  authority  :  "  One 
incident  .  .  .  must  be  recorded.  Sir  Moses  Monte- 
fiore,  at  the  advanced  age  of  ninety-five,  had  come 
out  to  meet  the  Premier.  Introduced  by  Lord  Henry 
Lennox,  the  Prime  Minister  grasped  him  warmly 
by  the  hand,  and  seemed  delighted  with  the  kindly 
veteran's  welcome." 
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Certainly  an  "  incident "  that  ''must  be  recorded*; 
for,  of  the  many  during  that  strange  day,  it  was  the 
incident  most  significant.  By  that  small  scene  tbe 
meaning  of  this  apotheosis  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  by 
a  Christian  people  is  written  in  letters  of  ligbt 
That  day  represented  the  triumph,  not  of  England, 
not  of  an  English  policy,  not  of  an  Englishman  It 
was  the  triumph  of  Judfiea,  a  Jewish  policy,  a  Jew. 
The  Hebrew,  who  drove  through  those  crowds  to 
Downing  Street,  was  dragging  the  whole  of  Christen- 
dom behind  the  Juggernaut  car  over  the  rights  of  the 
Turkish  Christians,  of  which  he  was  the  charioteer. 

"  I  have  brought  you,"  he  said  at  Downing  Street, 
"  peace  with  honour."  I  think  I  am  anticipating  the 
verdict  of  a  very  near  posterity  when  I  say  that  what 
Lord  Beaconsfield  that  day  brought  England  was  war 
with  shame. 

And  here  I  leave  him  for  the  present.  Such  then  as 
I  have  described — in  language  of  severity,  I  admit,  but 
in  the  language  of  strict  truth — is  the  man  to  whom 
England  entrusts  her  destinies.  It  appears  to  me  that 
I  have  proved  that  if  ever  there  were  a  man  unworthy 
of  that  lofty  position,  it  is  Lord  Beaconsfield.  It 
appears  to  me  that  I  have  proved  beyond  a  possi- 
bility of  doubt  in  any  reasonable  mind,  that  through- 
out his  whole  career  his  sole  absorbing  thought  has 
been  himself,  and  that  to  carry  out  his  own  advance- 
ment he  has  sacrificed  every  principle  which  men  hold 
dear.  I  have  proved,  I  think,  that  all  through  his 
lifb  he  has  been  fulfilling  the  candid  utterances  of  his 
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boyhood,  and  has  been  playing  with  every  feeling, 
with  every  public  man,  with  every  party,  with  every 
interest  of   England,  with  the  recklessness  of   the 
foreigner  to  whom  all  these  things  were  but  as  worth- 
less cards  in  the  great  game  of  ambition  he  was  play- 
ing.    I  do  not  judge  this  man  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  Pharisee.     I  know  that  life  is  thorny  and  man  is 
vain ;  that  the  politician  is  subject   to  even  stronger 
temptations  than  most  other  men,  and  that  before  these 
temptations  even  the  purest  of  mind  and  the  most 
honest  of  purpose  have  frequently  fallen.      If,  there- 
fore, in  the  course  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  life,  I  could 
point  to  nothing  worse  than  occasional  though  great 
errors  and  misdeeds,  I  should  be  ready  to  pass  a  more 
favourable  verdict  upon  him.    Some  of  the  most  splen- 
did figures  in  political  history  are  besmirched  all  over. 
When  I  bow  down  before  the  mighty  genius  and  the 
great  services  of  Mirabeau,  the  pale  ghost  of  Sophie  Le 
Monnier  rises  up  to  denounce  him.    There  comes  back 
to  me  the  memory  of  the  dirty  gold  received  probably 
for  dirty  services  in  the  garden  of  the  Tuileries  ;  there 
come  back  his  hundred  other  crimes ;  but  I  recall  at 
the  same  time  one  thing  in  the  man  that — if  it  cannot 
destroy — at  least  chastens  our  indignation.     The  great 
French   Tribune,  amid   the   mire   of    his  follies,   his 
excesses,  and  his  crimes,  had  at  least  some  genuine- 
ness in  him.    He  was,  with  all  his  faults,  capable  of  sin- 
cere conviction,  and  when  animated  by  that  conviction 
he  was  as  pure,  as  sincere,  and  as  high  of  purpose  as  even 
the  jnan  who  bad  passed  from  the  cradle  to  the  grave 

43 
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without  one  great  sin.   But  in  Lord  Beaconsfield  I  find 
no  such  redeeming  feature.      That  whole  character  is 
complete  in  its  selfishness,  that  whole  career  is  uniform 
in  its  dishonesty.     Throughout  his  whole  life  I  do  not 
find  even  on  a  single  occasion  a  generous  emotion,  one 
self-sacrificing  act,  a  moment  of  sincere  conviction — 
except  that  of  the  almighty  perfection  of  himself    I 
find  him  uniform  in  all  his  dealings  with  his  fellow- 
man,  and  behind  every  word  he  utters  I  can  only  see  the 
ever- vigilant  custodian  of  his  own  interests.     And  it  is 
this  perfect  uniformity  in  his  character  and  career  that 
most  estranges  me.     We  know  that  too  often  in  the 
course  of  a  man's  life  his  original  nature  is  warped.  Dis- 
appointment, suffering,  unresisted  temptations,  harden 
many  a  heart  that  was  once  soft,  lower  many  a  nature 
that  was  once  high.     But  even  in  their  degradation 
these  men  carry  the  relics  of  their  better  past.     As  the 
completest  wreck  recalls  most  vividly  the  stately  ship, 
the  wildest  ruin  the  lofty  mansion,  the  very  reckless- 
ness of  such  men's  vice  is  the  most  eloquent  testimony 
to  the  elevation  of  their  early  strivings.     But  Lord 
Beaconsfield  is  the  same  from  the  beginning;  as  he  is 
in  old  age,  as  he  was  in  middle  age,  so  he  was  in 
youth.     His  maturity  without  virtues  is  the  natural 
sequel  to  his  youth  without  generous  illusions.     There 
is    throughout   the   same   selfishness — calm,    patient 
unhasting,   unresting.      Such  a  man  the   myriads  of 
this  mighty  Empire  accept  as  chief  ruler ;  for  such 
a  man  millions  of  pure   hearts  beat  with    genuine 
emotion;  to  such  a  man  it  is  given  to  sway  by  his 
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single  will  your  fortunes  and  mine,  and  even  those  of 
the  countless  generations  yet  to  come.  Which  shall 
a  near  posterity  most  wonder  at — the  audacity  of  the 
impostor,  or  the  blindness  of  the  dupe  ? — the  immen- 
sity of  the  worship,  or  the  pettiness  of  the  idol  ? 

"  Such  is  the  world.  Understand  it,  despise  it,  love 
it;  cheerfully  hold  on  thy  way  through  it  with  thy 
eyes  on  higher  loadstars."* 

*  Carljle :  Miscellanies,  y.  126.    Cagliostro. 
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Auiai,  Fcaods  de,  Damage  with 
Queen  Isabella,  366. 

Auetris  »""«•"■«  Ciaoow,  066.  De- 
fended by  Lord  Beoconsfleld, 
392.  Interrenea  between  Buida 
and  England,  496.  Bequeeted  by 
Cabinet  Hiniiten  to  aaeist  In 
patting  down  Bosnian  tninneo- 
tioo,  616-17.  Junea  Andiaiay 
Note,  617  ;  and  joina  in  Berlin 
Hemorandoio,  618. 

ATi»t-AlM>,  obndiUon  of,  daring 
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Bulnirian  atrocitieH,  as  described 
by  MxkcGahan,  629  ;  and  by 
Baring,  640. 

Aylesbury,  meeting  at,  attended  by 
liord  Beaconsfield,  64.  Scene  of 
an  agricultural  dinner,  72  :  Lord 
Beaconsfield  at,  contrasted  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield  at  Marylebone, 
76-7.  Lord  Beaconsfield  s  speech 
at,  648>53. 

Ayrton,  Bt.  Hon.  A.  8.,  attacks 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  introduction 
of  Queen's  name,  593. 

Ariz-Pasha  leads  the  massacre  at 
Perustitza,  681-3. 

Baines,  Mr.  E.,  proposes  reduction 
of  franchise,  M3. 

Ballot  supported  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  57,  69.  Again  supported  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  65.  Again 
supported  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
68.  Dropped  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 78-9.  Proposed  by  Grote, 
181.  Opposed  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 16. 

Balkans,  condition  of  villages  in, 
during  Bul^rian  atrocities,  625. 

Baker,  Kev.  Mr.  (of  Addington), 
receives  Maunday  Thursday 
letter,  589. 

Bandiera  Brothers,  263. 

Bank  Charter  Act  suspended,  871, 
613. 

Bankes,  Mr.,  votes  against  Peel, 
857.  Referred  to  by  Morning 
Chronicle,  391. 

Baring,  F.  T.,  appearance  in  1887, 
156. 

Baring,  Sir  T.,  resigns  High 
Wycombe,  44.  Receives  letter 
from  J.  Hume,  49-50. 

Baring,  Mr.,  opposes  Gladstone's 
proposed  raising  of  £2,000,000, 
487. 

Baring,  Mr.  Walter,  commissioned 
to  inquire  into  Bulgarian  atro- 
cities, 689.  His  report,  639-46. 
Statement  contrasted  with  Mr. 
MacGahan's,  ib. 

Basevi,  George  or  Joshua,  uncle  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  1. 

Bashi-Bazouks,  employinent  of, 
denounced  by  Sir  H.  Elliot,  621  j 
and  by  several  English  Consuls, 
622-3.  At  Oduk-Eui,  630;  at 
Pemstitza,  681-33 1  at  Batak,  642. 


Bass,  Mr.  IL  T.,  HP.,  member  of 
Westmmster  Iteform  Club,  100. 

Batak,  the  massacre  at,  daring 
Bulgarian  atrocities,  described  by 
MacGahan,  634-8 ;  and  by  Baring, 
641-3:  and  by  Schuyler,  641. 
The  rising,  644-6. 

Bath  contested  by  Mr.  Roeback  as 
Radical,  46-7.  Rejects  Mr.  Roe- 
buck in  1837, 161. 

Bazardjik,  the  massacre  at,  643. 
State  of.  daring  Bulgarian  atro- 
cities, 622. 

*'  Beaconsfield"  a  character  in 
"Vivian  Gre^"  S4. 

Beaconsfield  residence  of  Biirke,367. 

Beales,  Mr.  £.,  M^.,  member  of 
Westminster  Reform  Club,  100. 

Beaumanoir  stands  for  Belvoir 
Castle  in  "  Coningsbv,'*  236. 

Beck  ford  of  FonthiU,  described  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  16.  Said 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  to  have 
admired  "  Contarini  Fleming," 
19. 

Belgrade,  English  Consul  at,  620. 

Bentinck,  Lord  George,  anxious  to 
get  Lord  Beaconsfield  into  Par- 
liament, 77-8.  Helps  to  organize 
opposition  to  Peel,  2fi97-8.  Opposes 
second  reading  of  Com  Law  Bill, 
802.  Worthless  speech  extrava- 
gantly eulogised  by  Lord  Beacom- 
field,  302-8.  Supports  first  read- 
ing of  Coercion  Bill,  309.  Raises 
a  debate  on  a  phrase  of  Peel's, 
310.  Advised  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field to  oppose  second  reading 
of  Coercion  Bill,  322,  although 
he  had  vehemently  supported 
introduction,  ib.  Accepts  tho 
advice,  323.  His  excuse  ex- 
amined, 323-4.  Resolves  to  de- 
termine the  opposition  by  a 
violent  speech,  326.  Accordingly 
attacks  supporters  of  Peel  in 
coarse  language,  ib.  Accuses  Fed 
of  treachery  to  Canning  and  d 
falsehood,  326-7.  Were  those 
charges  suggested  by  Lord  Bea- 
consfield ?  328-32.  His  attack  on 
Peel  a  mean  party  move,  3S-. 
Answered  by  Peel,  332-8,  345^ 
His  attack  unanimously  cond^* 
ned,  354-6 ;  yet  persists  in  renew- 
ing it,  355.  Opposes  abolitioo  of 
protection  on  sngar,  86(M{1.  Be* 
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fcated,  36] .  Takes  seal  on  front 
Opposition  bench,  362.  Proposes 
counter  scheme  for  dealing  with 
Ireland,  363.  Again  defeated, 
364.  Attacks  Palmers  ton's 
Spanish  policy^  ih. ;  and  policy 
towards  Eussia,  365.  Opposes 
all  economical  reforms,  366.  In 
faTour  of  Jewish  emancipation, 
375.  Requested  by  Protection- 
ists to  abstain  from  voting,  ih, ; 
but  speaks  and  votes,  376.  Re- 
signs leadership  of  Protection- 
ists, 376-7  ;  ana  leaves  place  on 
front  Opposition  bench,  877. 
Conduct  contrasted  with  that  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  377-381.  Was 
Lord  Beaconsfield  trying  to  cut 
him  out  ?  371,  388.  Death,  390. 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  conduct  to- 
wards, 437-8. 

Bentincks,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
356. 

Beresford,  Major,  referred  to  by 
Morning  ChrvnicU,  391. 

Beresford-Hope,  Mr.,fello  w-student 
of  G.  Smythe,  219. 

Berlin.  The  Memorandum  issued, 
618 ;  proposals,  ib. ;  rejected,  619. 
Congress  at,  664-7.  Treaty, 
668-9. 

Bemal,  Mr.,  appearance  in  1837, 
159. 

Berkeley,  Mr.  G.,  in  1837,  160. 
Proposes  a  five-shilling  import 
duty,  406. 

Beverley  represented  by  Mr.  Hogg, 
261. 

Birmingham  disturbed  by  Chartists, 
182.  Represented  by  Mr.  Bright, 
596. 

Bismarck  (Prince), on  English  rejec- 
tion of  Berlin  Memorandum,  619. 

Blanc,  Louis,  description  by,  of 
Carrel-Girardin  duel,  87. 

Blessington^  Countess  of,  youth 
and  married  life,  10-11.  Com- 
Mnion  of  Count  D'Orsay,  11-12. 
Celebrated  hostess,  13-14.     Her 

guests,    ib.      Entertains     Lord 
eaconsfield.  15-17.    One  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  s  early  teachers,  228. 
Blessington,  Earl  of,  husband  of 

Lady  Blessington,  11. 
Blunt,  H.  W.,  signatory  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  baptismal  certifi- 
cate, 9. 


Bohn,  Mr.  H.  G.,  gives  acooont  of 
Miss  D'Israeli,  3-4. 

Bolton,  condition  in  '42,  358. 

Bolingoroke,  Lord,  quoted  in 
"Vivian  Grey,"  32;  and  fre- 
quently in  real  life,  61.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  compares  himself  to, 
121-2.  Eulogised  for  deserting 
Tory  principles  in 'office,  123.  His 
writings  really  Liberal,  124. 
Parallel  between  his  religious 
unscrupulousness  and  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's.  274-5. 

Bonham,  Mr.,  accused  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  of  connection  with 
Despard's  Plot,  265-6.  Charge 
shown  by  Peel  unfounded,  266. 

Bosnia,  Insurrection  in,  beginning 
of  Eastern  Question,  616.  The 
Andrassy  Note,  617. 

Bradenham  House,  Bucks,  taken 
by  L  Disraeli,  44. 

Bright,  Mr.  John,  in  1837,  162.  In 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League,  280. 
On  condition  of  Sheffield,  358.  At- 
tacked by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  386. 
Contemptuously  replies,  386-7. 
Again  attackecL,  387.  On  tactics 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1852,435; 
on  Lord  Beaconsfi eld's  first  Bud- 
get, 439.  On  Villiers'  motion, 
460.  Denounces  Palmerstou,  498. 
Opinions  on  armies  supported  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  536.  Accuses 
Lord  Beacontifiela  of  defending 
assassination  in  '*  Revolutionary 
Enick,"  541-2.  The  result,  5424. 
Objects  to  simultaneous  diRCUs- 
sion  on  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Reso- 
lution and  Reform  Bill,  555.  On 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Irish  policy, 
577.  Denounces  Lord  Beacons- 
field*s  use  of  Queen's  name,  595-6. 
The  reply,  596. 

Bristow,  Col.,  nominator  of  Colonel 
Grey,  63. 

Brooks*s  Club,  Lord  Alvanley's 
requisition  to,  106-7. 

Brotherton,  Mr.,  in  1837,  160. 

Brougham,  Lord,  attacked  by 
"  Runnymede,"  145-6.  In  183*, 
162. 

Brownlow,  Mr.,  on  Catholic  Ques- 
tion, 347. 

Brummel,  241. 

Bninnow,  Baron,  Rnasian  Minister, 
505. 
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Buck,  Mr.,  votes  against  Peel,  857. 

Buekm^liam.Dukc  of  (the  lat«),pre> 
sidet)  at  meetiDf;  at  Aylesbury,  78. 

**■  Buckintrhamshire,  fiistory  of." 
&tf  Sheaban. 

BuckA  contested  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  867.  Associations  with 
Burke  and  H:impden,  \b. 

Bucki  (iazttte  contains  letters  of  J. 
Hume,  etc.,  60.  Attacks  Lord 
Beaconstieid,  50*52.  Comments 
on  result  of  election,  54-55.  Con- 
tains speech  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  62-(»4.  Again  attacks  Lord 
Beaconitfield,  64. 

Bucks  J/ 1 raid  supports  Lord  Bea- 
consfield,  50.  Approves  his 
onitorj',  62.  Speech  of  Lord 
Beiicousfield  in,  78-6.  Quoted, 
869-71.  Reports  Lord  Beacons- 
field'H  speech,  546-7. 

Bulgaria,  mii^sacres  in.  619.  Re- 
ported in  Jkiiljf  S'eicB,  620. 
Subject  of  questions  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  620-21  ; 
625-6.  Atrocities  described  by 
English  Consuls,  622-5. 

Bulgarians,  treatment  of,  described 
by  Consul  Reade.  625 ;  by  Mac- 
Gahau,  628-,'Wj  by  Schuyler,  688-9; 
aud  by  Baring,  639-46  ;  effect  of 
story  ou  English  public,  646. 

BiiUer,  Mr.  C,  in  1887,  160. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y.,  proposes  vote 
against  Ministry,  184.  Votes 
against  Peel,  357. 

Bulwer,  E.  L.,  see  Lytton,  Lord 
rthe  late  J. 

Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  expelled  from 
Madrid,  387. 

Bunseu,  Chevalier,  blamed  by  Lord 
Beacon^^Held,  387. 

Burdett,  Sir  F!,  writes  a  letter  in 
favour  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  ■ 
48.  Api)earance  in  1837,  159. 
Changed  from  Radical  to  Tory, 
ib.  Subscribes  to  Spottiswoode 
Subscription,  1 04.  Attacks  O'Con- 
nell,  165.  Attacked  in  return,  ib. 
Motion  for  Catholic  Relief,  346. 

Burke,  Edmund,  treatment  of,  by 
Whigs,  (lenounced  by  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 64.  Eulogised  in  "Vin- 
dication," 121.  Associations  with 
Bucks,  367.  Destined  to  re- 
ceive title  of  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
626-7. 
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Barren,  ffir  C,  voees  against  Peel, 

856. 
Byron,   Lord,   as     portrayed    in 

*"  Venetia,'*  198-200. 

Cadurcia,  character  in  "YeDetia," 
198 ;  599. 

Cagliostro,  as  described  by  Oir- 
lyle,  675. 

Cairns,  Earl,  in  1837,  162. 

Calne  represented  by  Mr.  Lowe, 
587. 

Camberwell  (St.  Giles*),  compound 
householders  in,  565. 

Cambridge  University  attended  by 
G.  Smythe,  Lord  J,  Manners, 
Lord  Lyttelton,  Lord  Penzance, 
and  Mr.  A.  B.  Hope,  218-19. 
Influenced  by  the  Tractarian 
movement,  227. 

Campbell,  Mr.,  denonnoes  Lord 
Be«ux)nsfield  as  imw&triotic,  513. 

Canada  discussed  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  587-8. 

Canning,  Gkorge,  quoted  by  Peel, 
266.  Relations i^-ith  Peelalluded 
to  by  Lord  Beaconsfield.  267-8. 
Peers  reply,  268-9.  Said  by  Ben- 
tinck  to  have  been  hunted  to 
death  by  Peel,  826-7.  Peel's 
reply,  832-3.  Story  rehashed  bv 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  333-45.  Ex- 
travagantly eulogised  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  841  ;  though  for- 
merly severely  satirized,  842-3. 
Peel's  reply,  345-54. 

Canning,  Lord,  Viceroy  of  India, 
attacked  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
511-12. 

Canning,  Mrs.,  anger  at  adhesion 
of  her  husband's  friends  to  Wel- 
lington, 828. 

Canterbury  represented  by  G. 
Sraythe,219. 

Caralms,  Marquess  of,  character 
in  "Vivian  Grey."  81. 

Cardwell,  Lord,  Memoirs  of  Peel 
quoted,  210. 

Carington,  Lord  (the  2nd).  See 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of,  see  Lord  Morpeth. 

Carlyle,  Thomas,  on  GugUoetro, 
675. 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of,  resigns,  556. 
On  household  suffra^,  557,  561. 

Carrel,  Armand,  duel  with  Girardin, 
87. 
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Castlereagh.  Lord,  ridiculed  in 
"  Coningsby,"  282. 

Catholics,  appealed  to  by  Lord 
BeacoiiBfield  against  Peel,  276. 
Peel  accused  of  inconsistency 
towards,  d40.  Accused  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  of  conspiracy  with 
Ritualists.  588,  68d-90. 

Cavendish,  Mr.,  elected  for  Bucks. 
870.  Commented  on  by  Lora 
Beaoonsfield,  870-71. 

Cayley,  Mr.,  opposes  increase  of 
Malt  Tax,  486. 

Cecil,  Lord  Robert.  jSos  Marquis 
of  Salisbury. 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  J.,  compared  to 
reformer  of  1882,  46.  A  Liberal, 
though  no  Whig,  62. 

Chandos,  Marauis  of  ^afterwards 
Duke  of  Buckingham),  leader  of 
the  agriculturists,  71-2;  the  hero 
ofan  Aylesbury  dinner,  78.  Eulo- 
gised by  Lord  Beaoonsfield.  76-6. 
A  friendof  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  78. 
Retires  from  office  in  '41,  206: 
and  leads  opposition  against  Peel 
in  '46,  286. 

Charles  Albert  condemned  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfield,  892. 

Charles  I.  celebrated  by  Lord 
J.  Manners,  216-17. 

Charter,  ttt  National  Petition. 

Chartists  present  National  Petition, 
179.  tiOrd  Beaconsfield's  atti- 
tude towards,  179-182.  Create 
disturbances,  182  ;  hold  conven- 
tion, ih.  Again  discussed  by 
Lord  Beaoonsfield,  188.  Motion 
on  prisoners,  184. 

Cheetham,  Mr.,  violently  de- 
nounces Peel,  400-401 . 

Chefket  Pasha,  the  leader  of  the 
massacre  at  Bazardjik,  648.  De- 
nounced by  Lord  Derby.  667-8. 

Chelmsford,  iiord  (Sir  F.  Thesiger), 
defeats  Russell  Ministry,  418. 
Declaration  on  Protection  in  '62, 
429.  Opposes  emancipation  of 
Jews,  490.  Dismissed  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  678. 

Chettinge,  English  Consul  in,  620. 

Cliina,  war  with,  608,  606,  610. 

Christianity,  relations  to  Judaism 
according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
881-884. 

Christopher,  Mr.,  opposes  Peel's 
Cora  Bill  in  ^1841,  210.    Votes 


against  Peel,  867.  On  restora- 
tion of  Protection,  428-9,  446. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  428-0. 

Chubb,  Rev.  Mr.,  Vicar  of  Hugh- 
enden,  608. 

Church,  Irish,  reduction  of,  advo- 
cated by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  79-80. 
and  condemned  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 90;  denounced  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  268-4 ;  defended  by 
Lord  Beaoonsfield,  680  tt  teq, 

Circassians  as  described  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  621 ;  and  by  others, 
621-6. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of  (the  lateV  sati- 
rized by  Lord  Beaconsfield^  604. 

Cleveland,  character  in  "Vivian 
Grey,"  87. 

Cobden,  R.,  in  1887,  162.  Doc- 
trines practically  adopted  by 
Peel  in  1842,  208.  Painful 
scene  with  Peel,  261-2.  Scene 
alluded  to  by  Lord  Beaconsfield 
in  1846,  261 ;  and  in  1846,  801 ; 
Speech  on  the  allusion,  801-2. 
Supports  Mavnooth  Grant,  274. 
On  Peel's  position  in  '46,  286.  In 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League,  280. 
Opposes  Coercion  BUI.  806.  Uses 
a  phrase  which  originates  a 
stormy  scene,  806-7.  ^pudiates 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  interpreta- 
tion of  his  words,  309.  Attacked 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  8S6,  Con- 
temptuously replies,  ib.  Again 
attacked.  887.  On  tactics  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  1862,  486.  On 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  treatment  of 
Peel,  461-2.  On  Villiers'  motion, 
460.  Criticises  Lord  Beacons- 
field's Budget,  471.  Denounces 
Palmerston,  498.  Denounces  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  for  duplicity  on 
question  of  Protection,  408-6. 
Again  denounces  Lord  Beacons- 
field for  duplicity,  406-7.  De- 
nounces Derby  Ministry,  426-6. 
On  tactics  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
in  '62,  486.  Proposes  vote  of  cen- 
sure on  China  war,  606. 
Cockburn,  Sir  A.,  on  policy  of  Lord 

Beaoonsfield  in  '62,  488. 
Coercion  Bill  (Irish)  introduced  by 
Peel,  249.    Discussed   by    Lord 
Beaoonsfield,  249-60.    Introduoed 
by  Peel,  808.    Blocks  Cora  Law 


BUI,  Mt4.  JM»U  on  Intradnn- 
tlon  Ot,  aOS.  0»un  ntppnxif 
■««  MlwMa  Proifcttonbt  and 
hiib  nwiDbmi,  aob^.  Fmih 
Ont  TMdiu,  M9,  Beomd  twd- 
Inc  oppoMd  hj  Biuttnek,  flSR. 
I>«MM  00  «Mon<l  rwding,  8M. 
B*J«cUd,  au.  Introdnoed  bf 
Laid  John  HiumU.  973. 

OolQhwMr  xMrwMd  bf  Lord  J. 
Iluiiion,*4S. 

CammoDa,  m*  Bouse  of  Cinamotw, 

CoufareDoe.  daacriptloii  of,  to  "  OoD' 
tarici  Flemiag/sS-Si  atVlcnua, 
tMi  itE  Bsrlio,  6tK 

Congreu.  M(  ConfereDCe. 

"  Coula^bjr "  pablitihed,  itt.  Da- 
Kcriptioa  ot  Lord  HoiinuHitll,  ib. : 
or  Mr.  Rigbj,  a.  OontraficJ 
with  "Vanity  Fair,"  S»-RO. 
Eolopiaea  the  powerftll  whllo 
utlrbiDg  tbe  recble,  SW-fll. 
FlaEterin);  portrait  of  Lord  Loni- 
dale  HI  Lord  EakdaU,  S81.  Tbe 
EaUta  anio.  a.  SimUuitv  of 
lde«aio''Yindic«UoQ,"ii.  BaM- 
lUet  Torle*  of  LivsrpooV*  Uuui, 
and  deuouooea  Ihoir  doctrinoa. 
2S1.3.       Euloj-iroa      P«oL      SSi 


:ir  I 


nadtna,  <tlt*-ll.  Idsu  nnW 
oat  in  Lord  Bc««<ua:fleld'«  aeooud 
Pnnuanhtp,  Ml-*. 

"Conlnnbjr  Hutt,*  Iwra  ot 
''Caa(iuab;,''3SB-l. 

OomMrrftUrw     ot>poM 
BduoitJoD  Onnl.  1TB.     _., 
Fnieeotlcia  In  IMl  elKdoB, 

Cunataalluniila,  Onutensoo*  at.  CU' 

"  OoEbmiu  Fleming "  pnbUiboli 
19.  lu  parnoaa,  it,  Dou^ta* 
(Lndar  b*r<}  Lord  BeaMoaSilir> 
own  poaitloa.  Itl-30.  lu  da- 
racMr,  Sn.  Daxcriptlon  of  a 
boyiali  ambition,  H, ;  a  aeboal- 
hoj  flgbl,  il  ;  a  Ooart  intrigiu, 
it.  1  anl  a  euaferenoa.  a:f.  A 
tplendid  paH^,  as.  Aatnon 
WDDtiMTT.  SA    Cootnat  ot  hero^* 


Ebec;,  SA  Cootnat  ot  bno^* 
ion  ami  mLrroundinn,  IS4l 
igv  Ukaneaa  to  Larl  Baaooo*- 


Ital'l'*  oiTD  poatdon  In  BngJaDi 
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Crimean  war,  condact  of  English 
Oppoeition  during,  480-81  et  »eq, 

Croker,  J.  W.,  satirized  in  "Con- 
ingBby^,"  229,  280-81. 

Curiosities  of  literature  quoted,  4,  6. 

Curteis,  Mr.,  defends  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  252. 

Cyprus,  occupation  of,  inconsistent 
with  speech  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  in  1841,  205-6.  Annexation 
of,  666-7. 

Daily  News  on  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
first  appointment  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  428  ;  gives 
report  of  Bulgarian  massacres, 
620 ;  corroborated  by  English 
Consuls,  622-5.  Sends  MacGahan 
to  Bulgaria,  627.  His  letters, 
628-88.  Accounts  contrasted  with 
Mr.  Baring's,  689-46.  Reports 
speech  of  I^rd  Beaconsfield,  656. 

Daxlv  Telegraph  on  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  entry  in  London  after 
Berlin  Treaty,  669-71. 

Dante,  Lord  Beaconsfield  compares 
himself  to,  85. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of,  letter  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  to,  588. 

Day,  Mr.,  guest  of  Mr.  W.  Mere- 
dith, 8. 

Denison,  Mr.  B.,  abandons  Protec- 
tion, 287. 

Denmark,  Lord  Beaconsfield  on,  410. 

Deepdene,  rendecvous  of  Young 
England  party,  598. 

Derby,  Earl  of  (the  late),  appear- 
ance in  1887,  156.  Deserts  the 
Liberals,  162.  Takes  no  notice 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  maiden 
speech,  175.  Styled  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  Rupert  of  Debate, 
262.  Resigns,  286.  Asked  to  form 
GK>yemment,  415.  Fails  to  obtain 
support  of  Peelites,  416.  Not 
inchned  to  accept  Lord  Beacons- 
field's services,  416-17.  Applies 
for  assistance  to  Mr.  G-ladstone, 
417.  Abandons  attempt  to  form 
Government,  ib.  Premier,  423. 
Selection  of  colleagues,  t^.  On 
Act  of  1846,  426-7.  Announces 
Vo\\cj  of  his  Goyemment,  427. 
Election  addressee  of  his  col- 
leagues. 428.  On  Lord  Beacons- 
field's first  Budget,  440.  Speech 
contrasted  with  Lord  Beacons- 


field's, 442.  Defeated^  476.  Cha- 
racter of  his  Ministry,  476-7. 
Conduct  as  Opposition  leader 
during  Crimean  war,  480-81. 
Opposes  emancipation  of  Jews, 
490.  Asked  to  form  Govem- 
ment,  492.  Proposes  coalition 
with  Palmerston,  Gladstone, 
etc.,  492-8.  Offers  to  substi- 
tute Palmerston  for  Disraeli 
as  leader,  498.  Again  Premier, 
516  ;  and  again,  550.  Liten- 
tions  on  Reform  as  described  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  552.  An- 
nounces his  abandonment  of  £6 
Reform  Bill,  556  j  and  resigna- 
tion of  three  ministers,  5SS-7. 
Resigns,  578. 

Derby,  Earl  of  (the  present),  in 
1837,  162^  on  Protection,  445-6. 
"  Revolutionary  Epick  "  dedi- 
cated to,  544.  Proposes  amend- 
ment to  Mr.  Gladstone's  Irish 
Church  resolutions,  583.  Sir  H. 
Elliot's  despatch  to,  621 ;  and 
despatches  of  various  Consuls  on 
Bulgarian  atrocities,  622-5.  On 
negotiations  after  Berlin  Memo- 
randum, 649-51. 

Despard,  Plot  of,  265-7. 

D'Esterre  killed  by  O'Connell  in  a 
duel,  106. 

Devon  represented  by  Mr.  Buck, 
857. 

Dilke,  Sir  C,  compared  to  reformer 
of  1882,  46.  A  Liberal,  though 
no  Whig,  62. 

"  Diplomatic  Transactions  in 
Central  Asia"  plagiarised  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  600. 

Disraeli,Benjamin,  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field, uncertainty  as  to  date  of 
birth,  1  ;  and  place,  ib.  Paren- 
tage, t^. ;  and  relatives,  2-8. 
Descent,  3-5.  Initiated  into  cove- 
nant of  Abraham,  6.  Baptized, 
7-9.  Not  sent  to  a  fashionable 
school,  8  ;  10.  Early  dreams,  10. 
A  guest  of  Lady  Blessington,  ih. 
On  Count  D'Orsay,  13.  Cha- 
racter of  the  company  he  met, 
18-14.  Its  influence  upon  him,  14. 
A  great  dandy,  15-16.  Publishes 
"Vivian  Grej,'*  15.  Manner 
and  conversation  in  youth,  15-17. 
Publishes  second  part  ot "  h  v^Sa:^ 
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«,  :L--rTi::Te.  "7.  As :■ 'lisiiintst 
j:  -.Lii  a:.i.:.Tiiic«nesii.  •C-r',  De- 
«T:'^i«?i  bv  Wenxni:i$ter  Elector 
&&  niember  of  a  Liberal  dnb, 
^f».  C»pp««es  rednccion  of  Irish 
Chnrcrh.  ifO :  and  abolitum  of 
Irish  TitboB,  90-81 ;  ootwith- 
Busding  his  rapport  of  both 
in  ■*Czidi  EzmntDed,"  A.;  aad 
thou^  thbm  had  mit  < 
terrible  wairrw,  M-t. 
daima 

to 
■ent  hortai^  ta^  wUSk  Ml  sHt 
frienMmtefiN  Tiliwi^  Cl 

Deniei  tkugt  a(  WvliiriMlV 

Elector,  97. 

correcr.  '^  ^t*- 

neU.  !•' 
timv  \  ' 
gned  V; 
O'Copn-' 


O'CoDneQ'e  son,  107.  Challenm 
declinefl,  ib.  Writes  abuiire  let- 
ter lo  O'Connell,  ItW-li.  A  man 
of  unfailJDR  Hlf-coDCeit.  113. 
PablLtbcs  "  Viadicatios  of  Che 
EnglWi  ConBtitutioE,"  IH.  An 
eeututic  anecdote,  116-16.  The 
Cooimotis  UQ  EsUte,  llfi.  At- 
tacks O'ConncH,  Hume,  nnd 
UaT7lGbODC  Radicnis.  117.  1d- 
dictB  the  Whi|t  party,  UK. 
Aocuees  them  of  lunltjag  crea- 
tion uf  Peera.  i*.  The  eharpe 
IlB-30.     Eulo^Bce 


Oeor 


;  iii., 


1  Pitt,  i 


Describes  Torv  an  bationnl  partj-, 
A.  PortrBr*  hinwcli  under  Bol- 
ingbioke,  l-iO--2-l  BoliDgbroke 
praiwd  for  deserting  Tory  prin- 
ciples in  oSlce,  I'iS.  Ii  thii  con- 
duct justified?  Ii4-S.  DeCcnda  tbia 
principle  in  Peel  u  well  lu  Bol- 
loghroke,  laM.  "  Vindicatioa  " 
teTiewBiiDfiloir.  126-7.  Replies, 
im.  Attacked  by  Globt.  VIS. 
Beplies  in  Timti,  12a.  ai'es 
Tenion  ot  hii  relations  with 
O'ConneU  and  Hume,  129-32. 
The  version  examined,  132-S, 
Aenin  altncked  by  Oleit,  134-6  ; 
vhirh  giroduces  letter  of  Bulwcr 
to  iiroTo  hi«  Badicaliam,  184. 
Denies  that  Home  wrote  to  him 
directly,  or  that  he  ever  raw 
Hume  at  his  bouse,  135-S.  Olnbe 
■ppeula  to  Scott  and  Hume,  13$  ; 
both  assert  that  he  called  at 
Home's  house,  and  that  he  sp- 
pliedu  a  Liberal,  136-41.  Hume 
uwTta  his  letter  ma  dii«eted  to 
Uu,  IH.  TlMse  letters  om- 
oIdsitb  of  his  eariy  Ubermliu', 
18B-W.  AbDslTalj  repUe*  to 
HDme^41-B:  yatpiwIiosIlTaan- 
flms  Bmne's  MseHlaiu,  lU-I ; 
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Mfi-7:>ndHol>housc,I47.  Eulo 
Risep  Fevl,  147-S.  Attacks  t^e 
lale  Eiirl  Grey,  149,  Character 
of  those  letU'ra,  149-60.  Cou- 
testa  Maidst..Dc.  150-54.  Cha- 
ructcr  of  hin  adrlress.  160-61. 
Oirt'S  a  now  Ter*ion  ot  his  lehi- 
tloDS  with  O'ConnelU  161.  The 
Terxiuu  eiamiucd,  161-g;  and 
proTed     incorrect,     1S2-3 ;    yt't 

152-8.  OpiiOBcl  by  Caloul:i 
Tborapson,  151.  Their  prin dpi i^s 
coiDparu).  163-4.  Elected,  \bi. 
Unken  maiden  speech,  161.  Cha- 
racter of  the  House  he  addrcwed, 
164-Ml.  Rises  immediitelv  after 
O'Caunell,  Itli-ti.  UntaTonrable 
receptiou,  1K7-70.  Appearance 
on  the  occasion,  171-2.  Speech 
not  iiiiliku  future  efforts,  172-3. 
Judiwd  hv  the  Pru•^  173-5.  Un- 
noticed by  Lord  Rtanley,  IT.'i. 
Cheered  br  Peel,  176-li.  Unde- 
terred by  failure,  177-U.  Agniii 
addrvwuit  House.  179.  Supports 
TalfourdsCouyriehl  Bill.li  3;  01^ 
poses  Ru-Bcirs  EducHtion  Grant, 
ih.  ProfeWKH  rymiKitliy  vkitli 
Cbartisla,  17a-»>0.  This  prwfi-*- 
siou  examined,  l>>U-lt2.  0)>|Kis>'ri 
incre;i«e  of  Police,  IK2.  Attacked 
by  Ur.  Fox  Uuiile.  IMS.  Replies, 
1(>S.  Aicaiu  ailv'KnUx  alliance 
ot  Chartists  aiid  arisCociacy,  Iisit. 
Asks  expLinations  on  Uinisicrlit 
cbaDftefl,  lliIF-1.  Snubbed,  Itl. 
Euloipsefl  Peel,  li.  OiiroseH 
ViUieta  on  Com  Law^  ib. ;  and 
■upports  Doncombe  on  Churtistx. 
lei.  Bpeakson  Sugar Dulie*.  1M.1. 
Highly  eulogises  Peel,  Irtfi-N. 
Attack*  Bu^ell,  1«S.  Air.iin 
aologiHs  Peel,  lsa-7(  who  is 
mppraaehiDgolBce,  187.  JCarriis 
HikLairiLil.  CoDtota  Shiews- 


Aati,  198.  Aniited  by  hi*  wit* 
In  otDTMiiiiB,  19S-4.  Fint 
diin>lanbia  enat,m,  ElecMd, 
195.  PronoiiDcH  Tchnnml.  enlo* 
ftinm  on  Peel,  igS-C.  Dewtriba* 
binweU  M  Peel'i  humbU,  bat 
ferTHit  nipjKirt«r,  IRS.  Thy 
thuBdulDtlonriM-?.  PnbltolM 
"HcnrtelU  Tempi*,"  uul  "V»- 
netU,"  197,  ThoM  wcrki  ana- 
IjHd.  IS7-»n.  Pablkbo-jUu- 
av,"  ZOO.  A  ridjculanii  tiUnra, 
WV-Hil.  PfOiticiil  uil  Mu-nrj 
maxu  coDtiuUd.  SOI.  On 
Pwlismone  wiwioUlnB  (IMI). 
■uppcirt*  Peel'*  cannDcnial  m«^- 
■an&  S02.  Denies  Free  Ttiule  1) 
«  moDopolf  of  WlilKs,  SaS-8  \ 
H)x3  aufoCainx  PMi  DU  betlar 
OUT)-  Free  Tr»de  in«a«u«>,  i*. 
Denici"  etpction  of  '41  fArounble 
to  Proleotion.  W4.  This  mie- 
ment  ccratraeled  with  later  stale- 
meiit,  it.  Rebakcs  Whig  Cabi- 
net (or  unng  the  QncMi'i  name, 
iOb-t.  ln<»n*u>l«iit  thenin  with 
hia  own  teacbine,  ii,  Reeeiree 
DO  promotion  from  Peel,  206; 
but  conceal!  his  dinppoiiitneiu. 


of  kr.  Bicbr,  a.    ooDtiwtxj 


tnff  iKirlnit  of  Lori  LwULe 
«U>i<lEdHlalc,I8l.  ThvlftUM 
Bfln,  H.  BIiiiUiiritT  ol  idnu  in 
"ViDiUatian,"  ib.  Suizim 
Turin  of  LlTorpool'f  time,  tai 
d«e«iiDoai  tlinir  doooliiei,  Stl->. 
Ittlouiws  Peel,  iSS.  Oulb  bin 
■  "  ^ttittgaitbai  uwMlMga,'  >1. ; 
a  "  gTMl  Bum,"  i*.  I  and  »oqii)ii 
him  ot  Intilttao.  t  A.  Introdu** 
BidonU,  li.  j  who  jmclum*  the 
dirlnlty  ot  jnnitii,  it.:  and  md- 
Ttrul  g«niu>  of  Jem,  ih. ; 
•sd  TohcmcDUy  denounce*  Par- 
Uamiuitiirj  laatltatlona.  3t:-3, 
ThcMe  Ideu  mliud,  13a.  Di- 
Tine  right  Ungbl,  8SS-4.  Intro- 
dnctiuD  of  the  Bcanraanoir 
familj,  HH.  Abject  tUtXvrj  of 
the  DoUIity,  SM-8 ;  ctcd  o(  Uioia 
who  were  enemiee,  SBC.  Pro- 
pose! realontioD  a(  the  aur- 
pole.  237  ;  and  of  almutTlii^,  ii. 
Jumbline  of  sacred  audfrivoloqta 


land  afBic(«d  b;  &  stBrTing  popn- 
latioD,  an  nbcentee  aristocncy, 
>Dd  an  alien  Church,  2M.  Pro- 
bably COB  temp]  at  in  g  chanfre  to 
Liberal  bencbee,  26S-g.  Driendi 
Ferrand,  259-(>0  ;  alludea  to  pain- 
fol  scene  in  '48  between  Peel  and 
Cobden,  241-S;  utiriies  Lord 
BUoiej,  ^±  Acknowledges 
open  hoitility  to  PeeL  ib. 
Ikkea  violent  attack  on  Peel, 
!64.  Accutea  him  of  affecting 
tmotioTi,  it. ;  and  of  selecting  m 
a  coUeagne  B  confederate  at 
DespanL  ^5.  UarcaBtically  an- 
fwered  by  Peel,  ii. ;  and  proved 
|;td«1j  inaccurate  in  bis  Deapard 


Charges  him  witb  tyranny  ._ 
his  supporte™,  267  ;  and  with 
stealing  Whig  principles,  ii, 
Bidicntes  bis  loTe  of  qnotation, 


i*.       Sneeringly    answered      by 
Pe«l.  %H-9.     Again  attacks  Ped, 


Protection,  271.  Replied  to  by 
Peol,  -IH-e  \  and  ihown  to  hare 
enthiuiastically    supported    the 

the  Conacrrative  Bump  against 
MajDOothOnint,2T4-£.  Batiriies 
Pcel'i  ioTc  of  precedent,  276, 
StvluB  Peel  a  Parliamentary 
middlemiiB.  275-«.  Calls  on  the 
CatholicH  tn  oppoae  him,  27fl  ; 
and  the  Whiir!'.  iTB-T.  Action 
in  IKtS  eftimoted,  2T7-8.  Po- 
k7.    EicellenI 


r<irk  0 


De- 


of  Free 

Tnvlt. Sit;-8.  ClaimBtohaieeon- 
»i»ti-ntly  snpiwrled  Protection, 
ir'J-'M.  ThincLiimeiamined.  i£. 
llluBlratM  happilj'  Peel's  po>i- 
tiiin,  'SKi-i.  Ch;)rgeB  bim  with 
want  of  originality,  3V2.    His- 


party    obligations,    298.      His 


definition    contrasted   with  his 

own  acts,  29S-e ;  and  with  his 
own  preaching  in  'Sb,  299-300 : 
and  m  '67,  800.  Peel's  acts 
in  accordance  witb  his  teach- 
ing, ti.  Again  alludes  to  old 
quarrel  between  Cobden  and 
Peel.BOl.  Attacks  Roebuck,  ib. 
Couduet  contrasted  n-ith  that 
of  Pe«l  and  Cobden.  SOl-2.  Bi- 
iitly  eulogise*  a  woithleat 


_,  . . .  b  of  Bentinek,  302-8.    

Fepreaeota  a  phrase  of  Cobden's, 
807-8 ;  and  as  act  of  Peel's,  ii. 
Aiiswered  by  Peel  and  Cob- 
den, etc,  808-9.  Apologises,  809. 
His  paiaialence  m  onfounded 
charges,  ii,  Indnces  another 
debate  on  a  phrase  of  Peel's, 
8ia  Hisquotea  MiU,  ib.  Ex- 
posed by  Boebuck,  311-12;  and 
accused  of  tergirersation,  Jb. 
His  defenoe,  812.  Calls  O'Con- 
□gll  a  great  man,  ib.  His  io- 
conmstencies  the  natural  out- 
growth of  bis  character,  HIB;  and 
career  in  perfect  accord  with 
teaching  <«  "  ViTian  Qrey," 
818-16.  Again  atUcks  Feel,  SIS. 
Btinginp  reply  by  Peel,  8ie-17. 
' -f  seeking  office  under 


Coercion  Bill,  822.   Thongh  . 

tinckhad  supported  introducl , 

ii.  Suggests  to  Bentinck  ao 
attack  on  Peel,  in  reference  to 
Canning  and  the  Catholic  claims, 
828-82.  Beoews  Bentinck's  at- 
tack on  these  points.  33EMa. 
Pronoonoes  ao  extravagant  eo- 
loginm  on  Canning,  S4L  The 
enlogioin  Tulgar,  ii. ;  and  proved 
utterly  insincere,  W2-3.  An- 
swered by  Peel,  WS-M.  Helps 
to  expel  Peel  from  power,  S&B. 
His  success  deserring  of  con- 
tempt, not  admiration,  359.  Op- 
poses abolition  of  protection  on 
augar,  860.  Great  object  to  jpre- 
Tent  reconciliation  between  Peel 
and  Protection  Lits,  S61.  Takes 
seat  on  bont  Opposition  bertch, 
BKi-8.  Supports  Bentinck's  Iriah 
Bcbeme,  AM.  Attacks  Palmer- 
Uoa't  Spanish  policy,  ib, ;  and 
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policy  towards  Ruflria,  865.    Op- 
poses all  economical  reforms,  S66. 
toor    wit,    866-7.      Stands    for 
Bucks,  dfi?.    RoiBons,  \h.    Con- 
demns immediate  attempt  to  re- 
atore    Protection,    86tu9.      Dis- 
honestT  of    his    action,  869-70. 
Elected  for  Backs,  870.  On  future 
hopes,  870-71.    Position  in  new 
Parliament,     872.      Encounters 
difficulty  on  Jewish  disabUitiea, 
872-3.    liesder  of  an  anti-Jewish 
party,  878-4.  Conduct  contrasted 
with' Bentinck's,  877-881.  Speaks 
respectfully  of  the  enemies  of 
the  Jew8,  879.    Bkmes  Russell 
for  dealing  with  the  question, 
879-KO ;  and  retains  seat  on  front 
Opposition  bench,  880-81.  Views 
as  to  relations  of  Judaism  and 
Christianity,  881-84  ;   maintains 
they  are  practically  the  same, 
881-2.   This  view  examined,  882. 
Claims  Crucifixion  as  an  honour 
to  the  Jews,  882-8.    Continuous 
opposition  to  economical  reform, 
894-5.    Poor  quality  of  speeches, 
885.    Comeily  of  his  appearance 
as      financier,      885-6.     Attacks 
Cobden  and  Bright,  886.    Con- 
temptuously    answered,    886-7. 
Again     attacks     Cobden     and 
Bnght,  387.    Approves  Palmer- 
ston's  Prussian  policy,  ih.    Scoflfs 
mt  German  nationality,  i6.    Con- 
demns     Palmerston's      Spanish 
policy,  387-8.     Reviews  session, 
888-90.      Reasons  for  doing    so 
examined,    388-9.    Character   of 
speech,  389-90.    Was  he  trying  to 
cut  Bentinck  out?  388.  Freed  from 
Bentinck'a  rivalry,  390.    Negoti- 
ations   for    leadership,    390-92. 
PropoJ»e.«»  amendment  to  address, 
891.    Discussed  by  the  Morning 
Chronicle,    391-2.      Again    con- 
demns  Palmerston's  encourage- 
ment of  Liberal   movement  on 
Continent,    392.    No    sj-mpatby 
with  Hunparj'  or  Italy,  392-3. 
Claims  retrenchment  as  a  Tory 
princii)le,  393.    Echoes  gloomy 
prophecies  as  to  results  of  Free 
Trade,  894.    Rewarded  in  spite 
of    stupendous  blunders,  394-5. 
Next  move  in   Protection,  395. 
Proposes  motion  on  local  tax- 


atkm,  895-6.    Absurd  attack  on 
the  nuuiiifactiirerB,  396-7.    Pro- 
poeea  motion  on    state  <tf   the 
nation,  i6.    Beoognized  u  IsMier, 
897.     SaggesU     reciprocity    as 
rabstitnte   for    Protection,  898. 
This  a  partial   abandonment  of 
Protection,  89H-99.     Opposed  by 
Peel,  899.     Frequent  in  his  at- 
tacks on  Peel,  899-400.  Defeated, 
400.  OnProtectionist  amendment, 
402.     Refuses  to   raise    genoal 
qoestion  of  Protection  and  Free 
Trade,  402-a     Denies  land  de- 
pended on  any  artificial  law.  40^ 
Effect  of  the  speech  on  the  sob- 
sequent     debate,      403-4.      De- 
nounced b^  Cobden  and  othen 
fOT  his  pohcv  of  duplicity,  404. 
Proposes   reduction    of    county 
taxation,    ib.     Defends   himself 
for  not   bringing  forward  Pro- 
tection directly.    405 ;  and   an- 
nounces he  will  not  appeal  on 
the  subject  to  that  Parliament, 
ib.    Opposed  by  Peel  and  Gra- 
ham,   out   supported    by  Glad- 
stone, 405-6.     Effect  on  the  di- 
vision, 406.   Supports  Mr.  Grant- 
le^  Berkeley's  motion  for  a  fire- 
shilling   duty,    ib.  ;    and    again 
declares  he  will  not  raise  question 
of  Protection  before  that  Parlia- 
ment, 406-7.  Again  denounced  by 
Cobden  for  duplicity.  406-7.  De-  • 
clines  to  move  vote  ot  censure  on 
Palmerston's  foreign  policy,  407. 
Speech   on     Roebuck's    motioD. 
409-10.    In  the  same  lobby  with 
Peel,  410.    Death  of  Peel,  410-11. 
Effect     on     political     fortunes, 
411-12.     Opposes    extension   of 
franchise  in  Ireland,  412  ;  and  in 
England,  ib.     Acciuted  of  tergi- 
versation by  Sir  B.  Hall,  412-13. 
His  reply,  412-14.     Again  claims 
High  Wycombe  as  his  place  uf 
birth,  414.      Continues  his  pre- 
varicating policy  on  Protection. 
ib.    Success  of  motion  on  agri- 
cultural distress,  414-15.    Rudj>ell 
tenders  resipmation,  415.    Served 
by  this  crisis,  416.     Not  applied 
to    primarily    by    Lord    Derby, 
416-17.  On  Ecclesiastical  Titl^ 
Bill,  418.  Conduct  contrasted  with 
that  of  Graham  and  Gladstone, 
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ib,     Attftcka    Rnssell    Ministry 
on  the  Act,  420.    On   Boasell's 
H«form  BUI,  420-21.     DiBclaims 
"^nality"  in  politics,  421.    Ac- 
cused by  Sir  G.  Grey  of  duplicity 
on  Reform,  ib.    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  428.     Reception   of 
the  appointment,  428-4.    Vague 
declarations,     429-80.      Object. 
430-81.     Speech  in  Parliament^ 
481-3.     Sharply  criticised,    438. 
Interro^ted    by    Russell,   484. 
Unsatisiactory  answer,  ib.    Con- 
demned by  Mr.  Osborne,  484-5  ; 
by  Sir  B.  Hall,485;  by  Cobden,  ib,\ 
and  by  Mr.  Bright,  tS.  Introduces 
Militia    Bill,    486;   and  ci^rries, 
ib.      Introduces      Budget,      ib. 
Free  Trade  character  of  Budg^et, 
486-40.   Conduct  contrasted  with 
expressions      of      opinion      in 
"  Life  of  Bentmck;'  487-8.    Dis- 
cussed,  488-40.     Declares   time 
for  reviring  Protection  past,  441. 
Again  attacked  by  Lora  J.  Rus- 
sell, 441-2.  Denies  he  ever  soueht 
restoration    of    Protection,  A2. 
This  statement  examined,  448-4. 
Abandons  fixed  duty,  444-5.  Con- 
tradictory   principles    of     sup- 
porters, 445-6.    Again  repudiates 
intention   of   restoring   Protec- 
tion, 445.    The  ambiguous  royal 
speech,  446-9.   Announces  adop- 
tion  of  Free  Trade,  450.    Sug- 
gests revision  of  taxation,  450-51; 
not    rebuked   even    by    Peel's 
friends,  451.     Pronounces  ora- 
tion on  Wellington,  452.     Dis- 
covered to  have  stolen  m  great 
part  from    Thiers,    452-6.     On 
Villiers'  motion,  457-9.  Declares 
he    had     never    attempted    to 
restore    Protection,    ib.       This 
statement  examined,  457-8.    De- 
clares he  was  not  elected  as  a 
Protectionist ;     this    statement 
examined.  458.    Appeals  to  gene- 
rosity of  otherA,  459.    Examined 
in  this  new  character,  ib.    Pro- 
poses an  amendment  almost  the 
same  as  that  of  Villiers,  459-60. 
Rescued  by  Palmerston,  460-61  ; 
and  thus    gives   coup  de  gr&ct 
to  Protection,  461.    Attacked  by 
Lord  Granby.  ib.;  by  Mr.  Osborne, 
461-2 ;  and  by  Sidney  Herbert, 


462,  who  delivers  scathing  in- 
vective on  treatment  of  Peel, 
462-4.  Remains  unmoved,  464-5. 
His  reflections,  465-6.  Votes 
against  Protection,  466.  Opposed 
by  those  he  had  celebrated  in 
"Life  of  Bentinck,"  466-7.  Con- 
trast of  his  position  and  theirs, 

467.  Proposes  Budget,  ib. 
Speech  discussed  by  l£u»iulay, 

468.  Abandonment   of   former 
doctrines,   468-9.     Proposes  re- 
duction of  Malt  Tax,  470  ;  change 
of  Income  Tax,  ib.\  and  doubling 
of  House  Tax,  ib.    Makes  incor- 
rigible blunders.  470-71.    Budget 
fml  of  errors,  i&. j  and  sharply 
criticised,  471.     Tries  to  avert 
fate,  471-2  ;  foiled.  472.    Resorts 
to    invective,   472-8.     Scathing 
analysis    by    Gladstone,   478-6. 
Defeated,  476.    Resips,  ib.    Es- 
timate  of   Ministerial  conduct, 
476-7.     Rumour  of  resignation, 
478-9.    Reply,  479.     Speech  on 
French    alliance,   ib.      Opposes 
Gladstone's    financial    reforms, 
ib.      Conduct     of     Opposition 
during     Crimean    war,    480-81. 
Supports     Layard's    attack    on 
Ministry,  481.   Again  attacks  the 
Ministry,  481-2.    Opposes  Ghul- 
Btone's   doubling   Inoome   Tax, 
488 ;    and   denounces    war    as 
coalition  war,  488-4 ;   but  pro- 
poses no  vote  of  censure,  484. 
I>enounc6s  Ministry  for  conduct 
on  Reform,  484-5.     On  declara- 
tion of  war,  again  attacks  Minis- 
try, 485  ;  ana  continues  opposi- 
tion   to    Gladstone's    financial 
proposals,  ib.    Defends  rieht  of 
Opposition    to   criticise   Minis- 
try, 486-7.    Opposes  Gladstone's 
proposal  to  raise  £2,000,000,  487  ; 
and  attacks  Ministry  generally, 
ib.   Unexpectedly  makes  another 
attack,  487-8.  Answered  by  Rns- 
sell, 488-9.    Renews  attack,  489. 
Denounced  by  one  of  his  own 
supporters,  489-90.     Conduct  in 
session  of  1854  estimated,  489-90. 
Opposes  abolition   of   religions 
oatns,  490-91  ;  and,  as  a  rSsnlt, 
emancipation  of  Jews,  ib.     On 
re-assembling  of  Parliament  cri- 
ticises action  of  Ministry  in  de- 
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tail,  491.    Denocmoed  b^  Russell 
for  unpatriotic  conduct,  t^.  Rakes 
up  attacks  on  Louis  Napoleon,  i6.; 
and  highly  eulogises  Lajard,  \h. 
Supports  Roebuck's  motion,  492  ; 
and  assails  Russell,  i6.    Ready  to 
accept  Palmerston's  lead  in  (Com- 
mons, 493  ;  but  negotiations  fail, 
t^.  Attacks  Palmerston  Adminis- 
tration, 49d-4.     Denounces  Pal- 
merston's  lore  of  secrecy,  496. 
Proposes  vote  of  censure  on  Pal- 
merston, 496-7 ;  defeated  by  large 
majority,  497.    Joins  in  otner  at- 
tacks on  Ministry,  498.  Rebuked 
by  Prince  Ck)nsort,  499,  600.  Sup- 
ports  Roebuck's  vote  of  censure, 
601.    Action  during  the  Crimean 
war  estimated,  601-2.    Condemns 
PalmexBton's  friendship  to  Italy, 
602  ;  and  supports  Austrian  rule, 
i6.  Supports  Cobden's  motion  on 
China  war,  606.    Attacks    Pal- 
merston as  aggressiye  in  foreig[n, 
and  unprogressive  in  domestic, 
policy,  606-10.    Conduct  during 
Indi.in    Mutiny,    611.      Attacks 
Lord  Canning,  \h,  ;  and  Palmer- 
ston, 611-12.    Again  returns  to 
the  attack,  612;   defeated,  618. 
Again    accuses    Palmerston   of 
aggressive  foreign  policy,  614-16 ; 
and  reverts  to  Indian  question, 
616.    Opposes  vote  of  thanks  to 
Lord  Canning,  616.    Censured  by 
his  own  supporters,  i6.    Opposes 
Palmerston's  Indian  Bill,  616-16. 
Supports  Palmerston'sConspiracy 
Bin,    616 ;    but  afterwards    op- 
poses,   \h.    Again    Minister^    i6. 
Takes    np    Palmerston's    India 
Bill,   617  ;    which  is  threatened 
with  defeat,  617-18  ;  rescued  by 
Russell,   518.     A  cool  proposal, 
618-619.    On  Gladstone's  amend- 
ment, 619-20.  The  Slough  speech, 
621-2.    Appealed  to  by  Mr.  New- 
degate  against  admission  of  Jews, 
622-3.   Introduces  Reform   Bill, 
623-4.  On  rights  of  House  of  Com- 
mons, 626.  Defeated,  624-6.  Ap- 
peals to  the  country,  626.  Defeat- 
ed, id.    Rencontre  with  Graham, 
626-7.     Resigns,  626.     Attitude 
during  Palmerston  Ministry,  626- 
28.   Strongly  defends  non-inter- 
Tention,  628-9.    Denounces  the 


oondusion  of  secret  treaties, 
629-88.  Condemns  French  treaty 
aa  yiolation  of  privileges  of 
Commons,  682-8.  Opposes  Re- 
fbnn  BUI,  688^  princiiAlly  be- 
cause it  would  increase  influence 
of  working  classes,  634.  Praises 
the  membexB  of  the  Government 
for  neglecting  Reform,  6d4-6.  De- 
noimoes  Premier  for  secret  di- 
plomacy in  Italian  policy,  636-7. 
Adheres  to  neutrality  in  Ameri- 
can war,  686.  Denounces  bloated 
armaments,  686-8 ;  excessive  tax- 
ation, 686-8.  Supports  Mr.  Bright 
on  armaments,  686  ;  on  relations 
with  Canada,  687-8.  Again  de- 
fends neutrality  in  American 
war,  689.  Complains  of  Palmer- 
ston's degradation  of  Parliament, 
i6. ;  and  war  policy,  640.  De- 
nounces Stansfeld,  641.  Result 
of  the  attack,  642-8.  Accused  by 
Bright  of  advocating  assassi- 
nation in  "Revolutionary  Epick," 
641-2.  Indignantly  deuies  the 
statement,  642.  Publishes  new 
edition  of  "  Revolutionary 
Bpick,"  642-3.  Garbles  i)ass.ige 
on  assassination,  643.  Dedicates 
new  edition  to  present  Lord 
Derby,  644.  Assertions  in  dedi- 
cation examined,  ih.  ''On  the 
side  of  the  angels,**  546.  Op- 
poses abolition  of  offensive  oaths, 
t^.  In  favour  of  "lateral"  not 
radical  reform,  646-6.  Again 
elected  for  Bucks,  646.  Strongly 
advocates  non-intervention  and 
pacific  foreign  policy,  646-7. 
Conduct  in  opposition  to  Pal- 
merston estimated,  t^.  Opposes 
the  Russell-Gladstone  Reform 
Bill,  649  ;  principally  because  of 
increasing  power  to  the  working 
classes,  ib.  Again  Minister.  550. 
Declares  Reform  no  longer  a 
party  question,  550-61.  Estimate 
of  such  a  declaration,  661.  De 
Clares  Conservatives  never  op- 
posed Reform,  661-2.  This  decla- 
ration examined,  662-3^  Pro- 
poses proceeding  by  resolution. 
663-4;  but  substitutes  a  bill 
instead,  664.  Announces  aban- 
donment of  £6  Ratine  Bill, 
666-6 ;  and  reeignation  of  thzce 
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zniniBters,  &56-7.  Explanation  of 
this  move,  558-9.  This  expla- 
nation examined,  16.  Introduces 
Houfiehold  Suffrage  Bill,  559-60. 
This  an  act  of  gross  tergiversation . 
500-61.  Statement  on  personal 
rating,  562.  Proposes  disfran- 
chisement of  compound  house- 
holder^ 564-5 ;  and  a  rating  fran- 
chise m  counties,  566.  Position 
as  a  minister,  567-8.  Accepts 
nearly  all  amendments  of  Oppo- 
sition, 568-71.  Denounced  by 
Lord  Salisbury,  571-4.  Character 
of  his  reply,  572-4.  Entertained 
at  Edinburgh,  575.  Boasts  of 
haying  educated  his  party,  f5. 
Publisnes  garbled  report  of 
Edinburgh  speech,  577-8.  Prime 
Minister,  578.  Dismisses  Lord 
Chelmsford,  \h.  Announces 
policy,  579.  Opposes  abolition 
of  Irish  Church,  580.  Speech 
contrasted  with  Irish  speech  of 
1844,  580.  His  defence,  580-82. 
This  defence  examined,  581-8. 
Endeavours  to  raise  No-Popery 
cry,  588.  The  Dartmouth  letter, 
1*6.  Endeavours  to  evade  ques- 
tion of  Irish  Church,  583-4  ;  but 
foiled,  584.  Denounced  for 
equivocation  by  Lord  Salisbury, 
584-5 ;  and  by  Mr.  Lowe,  585-6. 
Replies,  586-7.  Extraordinary 
attack  on  Ritualists  and  Catho- 
lics. 586-8.  Declares  attack  on 
Irish  Church  an  attack  on 
Crown,  588.  Effect  of  this  use 
of  Queen's  name,  588-9.  Again 
attempts  No-Popery  cry,  589. 
Defeated  on  Gladstone  resolu- 
tions. \h.  The  Maunday  Thurs- 
day letter,  589-90.  Not  a  true 
Christian.  590 ;  though  thus 
playing  tkc  Christian  clmmpion, 
590-91.  Such  conduct  estimated, 
%h.  Again  defeated  on  Irish 
Church,  591.  Explains  inten- 
tions, 591-2.  Announces  disso- 
lution, 591 ;  and  throws  respon- 
sibility on  Queen,  592-8.  At- 
tacked for  introducing  Queen's 
name,  by  Mr.  Ayrton,  593-4 ; 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  594  ;  and  by 
Mr.  Briffht,  595-6.  Replies,  u>. 
Defeated  on  Reform  Bdls,  596. 
Address    to   constituents,   597. 


Defeated  at  general  election.  i6. 
Resigns,  xh.  Action  during  Glad- 
stone Ministry,  597-8.  Speech  at 
Manchester,  597-8.  Influenced 
by  Hope's  **  Anastasius,"  598. 
Publishes  "  Lothair,"  599.  Gniltv 
of  many  plagiarisms,  599-600. 
Again  Premier,  601.  Supports 
Public  Worship  Act,  602-8 ;  al- 
though formerly  Ritualistic, 
603-4.  Attacks  Lord  Salisbury, 
603.  The  Pigott  case,  605-8. 
Policy  on  the  Eastern  Question, 
606.  Predisposition  on  such  a 
controversy,  607-8.  Treated 
Eastern  Question  from  Jew- 
ish standpoint,  609 ;  expres- 
sions in  works  as  to  affinity  of 
Jews  and  Mohammedans,  61Cf-ll ; 
and  their  bond  of  hate  aeidnst 
Christians,  (6. ;  therefore  a  friend 
to  Turkey,  610.  Magnificent 
prospect  offered  in  defending 
Turkey,  611-12.  This  policy  in 
accordance  with  interests,  618. 
His  Jewish  contempt  for 
Christian  people.  618-14.  Taught 
by  Palmerston  tnat  Russophooia 
is  the  winning  game,  615. 
Declares  for  non-intervention 
and  iXaiut  quo  in  Turkey,  617 ; 
reluctantly  consents  to  Andrassy 
Note,  618.  Rejects  Berlin 
Memorandum,  619  ;  and  persists 
in  breaking  up  European  concert 
in  spite  of  all  remonstrances,  ib. 
Questioned  as  to  reports  of 
Bulgarian  massacres,  620-21. 
Completely  denies  their  aocu- 
racy^  ib.  Gross  mistake  as  to 
Philippopolis,  t5.  Gives  high  cha- . 
racter  of  the  Circassians,  621  ; 
although  he  had  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining  the  truth 
of  Bidgarian  atrocities,  622-5.  Ob 
Consul  Reade's  d^Rpatch,  625-6. 
Last  speech  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, 626.  Raised  to  peerage, 
626-7.  The  Aylesbury  speech, 
647-52.  Makes  another  incorrect 
statement  on  Eastern  Ques- 
tion, 649-51.  Uniformity  of  his 
inaccuracy,  651-2.  Alone  re- 
sponsible for  Turoophile  policy, 
653-5.  The  Guildhall  speech, 
655-6.  Policy  during  Russo- 
Tnrkish  war,  (57-8.  Triumphuit, 
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660.  Sets  Parliament  at  defiance, 
661-3.  Ag^in  breaks  up  Euro- 
pean concert  on  San  Stefano 
Treaty,  663.  Attends  Berlin 
Congress,  664.  Concludes  Anglo- 
Turkish  Conrention,  666-8. 
Enters  London  in  triumph  after 
Berlin  Treaty,  669-71.  The  Mon- 
tefiore episode,  671.  Meaningof 
this  triumphant  entry,  672.  His 
whole  character  estimated,  672-5. 

Disraeli,  B.,  grandfather  of  Lord 
Beaconsfiel^  4. 

D'Israell,  Isaac,  father  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  1.  Struck  with 
blindness,  2-8.  Indifferent  in 
religion,  6.  Breaks  off  connection 
with  Judaism,  ifr.  Takes  Bra- 
denham  House,  44. 

D'Israeli,  James,  brother  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  2.  Commissioner 
of  Inland  Reyenue,  8.    Death,  ib. 

Disraeli,  Maria,  Viscountess  Bea- 
consfield, widow  of  Mr.  W.  Lewis, 
187 ;  marries  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
ib.  :  aMiists  him  in  canvass  of 
Shre^-sbury,  198-4. 

D'lsraeli,  Ralph,  brother  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  2.  Deputy  Clerk 
of  Parliaments,  8. 

D'lsraeli.  Sarah,  sister  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 2 ;  traces  of  her  influ- 
ence in  "Alrov,"  ib.  Death, 
•6.;  buried  in  Willesden  Ceme- 
tery, Paddington,  t^.  Assists 
her  father  in  his  blindness,  2-3. 
Betrothed  to  Mr.  Meredith.  3. 
Retires  to  Twickenham,  4.  Her 
tomb,  ib. 

Disraeli,  B.,  of  Dublin,  reputed 
uncle  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  5. 

**  Dissertations  on  Parties"  (Boling- 
broke)  contains  Whig  principles, 
124. 

Divine  Right  rejected  bv  Boling- 
broke,  according  to  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 128.  Advocated  by 
Lord  J.  Manners,  214-16,  216  ; 
and  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  in 
"  Coningsbv,"  233-4. 

Dod,  date  ol  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
birth  in,  1. 

Dorset  County  Chronicle^  speech 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in,  92. 

Drummond,  Mr.,  assassinated,  261. 

Drummond,  Mr.  Henry,  attacks 
Lord  Beaconsfield  for  embarrass- 


ing Aberdeen  Ministrr.  485-6 ; 
and  for  censoring  Lord  Canning, 
615. 

ZhMin  Evemng  Pott  contains 
report  on  Batncormack  massacre, 
92. 

Dublin  represented  by  D.  CCon- 
nell,  169.  ' 

DvbliH  Review  on  «  Lotbair,**  599. 

Dncrow,  Reform  Ministry  com- 
pared to,  by  Lord  Bracbnsfield, 
81-2. 

Duncombe,  T.,  appearance  in  1837. 
157-8.  Proposes  oetter  treatment 
of  Chartist  prisoners,  184.  One  of 
LordBeaconsfield's  early  teachers. 
228.  Obtains  correspondence  of 
F.  O'Connor  for  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 242. 

Dnncombes,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
857. 

Dundas.  Harry,  514. 

Dunkellin,  iJord,  carries  amend- 
ment on  Russell-Gladstone  Re- 
form Bill,  550.  Use  of  the 
amendment  made  by  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 563-4,  566. 

Dupuis,  Vice-Consul,  on  arming  of 
Bashi-Baxouks,  622-3. 

Durham,  Earl  of,  a  Radical  among 
Whigs,  78  :  vet  a  friend  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield^s  at  the  same  time 
as  Lord  Chandos  an  ultra-Torv, 
77-8.    Death,  162. 

Edinburgh  represented  by  Macau- 
lay,  183.  Lord  Beaconsfield  en- 
tertained at,  575. 

Edinburgh  Daiitf  Beneie  reports 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Edinburgh 
speech,  577.  Report  contrasted 
with  official  report.  677-8. 

Edinburgh  Evening  Courant  reports 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  speech,  677. 
Report  contrasted  with  official 
report,  577-8. 

Edinburgh  Revieir  on  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  place  of  education,  10. 
Plagiansed  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 599-600. 

Edwards,  Mlsa  A.  B.,  authoress  of 
**  Half  a  Million  of  Money,**  599. 
Influence  on  **  Lothair,''  %b. 

Egerton,  Lord  Francis,  abandons 
Protection,  287. 

Esrremont,  character  in  **  Sybil," 
L5. 
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^^3n?^L'^  impalement  in.  described 

by    Lord   Beacontfiela,    16.     A 

Pacha  of,  described  by  Lord  Bea- 

c<)n8field,  116-16. 
Ellenborough,   Earl  of,  President 

of  Board  of  Control,  520.    The 

Canning  proclamation,  t6.    Re- 

Bigns,  \Jb. 
EUice,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  attacked  byLord 

Beaconsfield,  81. 
Elliott.  Sir  H.,  states  there  is  no 

English  consul  at  Philippopolis. 

621.    Denounces  employment  of 

Circassians  and   Bashi-Basouks, 

t6.  On  Baring's  Bolgarian  report, 

689. 
Ellis,  Mrs.,  said  to  hare  had  Lord 

Beaconsfield  baptized,  8. 
Elmore,  Dr.  John,  seconded  Lord 

Beaconsfield  as  member  of  Liberal 

Club,  97-8. 
<<  England's  Trust"  published,  214. 

Analysed,  216-18. 
Erastiamsm  condemned  in  ^  Sybil," 

244. 
Epkdale,    Lord,    stands    for  Lord 

Lonsdale  in  "Coningsby,"   281, 

240. 
Everingham,   Lady,  character   in 

"  Coningsby,"  288-8. 
Eyeringhiun,   Lord,    character   in 

"  Coningsby,"  287-8. 
Examintry   The,  on    Peel  in    '41, 

210-11.    On  Lord  Beaconsfield's 

first  appointment  as  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer,  424.    Quoted, 

429-80. 

"  Fakredeen,"  a  character  in 
"Tancred,"  611. 

Family  Uerald.  compared  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  novels,  198. 

Farmer,  Captain,  husband  of  Lady 
Blessington,  11. 

Ferrand,  Mr.,  character,  259.  Abu- 
siveness,  260.  Patronised  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  ib.  Why,  to. 
Attacks  .  Sir  J.  Graham,  261. 
Defended  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, t6.,  and  899. 

Finsbury  represented  by  Mr.  Dun- 
combe,  268. 

Fonblanaue,  A^  meets  Lord  Bea- 
consfield at  Lady  Blessington's, 
17.  A  Liberal,  tnough  no  Whig, 
62. 

Fonblanqne,  E.  B.  de,  on  friendship 


of  Lord  Beaconsfield  with  Lord 
J.  Manners  and  the  Hon.  G-. 
Sm:^the,  222-8. 

Fortniaktty  Review  on  friendship  of 
Lord  J.  Manners  and  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 286.  On  difference  in 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  estimates  of 
men,  268-9. 

Forsyth,  Mr.,  guest  of  Mr.  Mere- 
dith. 8. 

Fox,  C.  J»  appealed  to  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  against  Peel,  277. 

Fox,  W.  J.,  in  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League,  280. 

France,  treaty  with,  condemned  by 
Lord  Beaoonsfiela,  682-8.  Joins 
in  Berlin  Memorandum,  618. 
Forei^  Minister  recnrets  English 
rejection  of  Berlin  Memorandum, 
619. 

Francis,  G.  H.,  on  orators  of  the 
age,  166.  On  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
248-9. 

Frederick  the  Great,  Russell  com- 
pared to,  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
269. 

Free  Trade  an  issue  in  '41  election, 
202;  not  a  monopoly  of  theWhin, 
according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
208  ;  coiud  according  to  the  same 
authority  be  carried  by  PeeL 
202-8.  Tiiis  statement  contrasted 
with  later  statement  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  204.  The  result  of 
'41  election  not  hostile  to,  ib. 
This  statement  contrasted  with 
later  statement  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field, ib.  Principles  practically 
professed  by  Peelin  '41, 208 ;  and 
partially  adopted,  208-11.  Ac- 
cording to  Lord  Beaconsfield,  a 
Tory  principle,  218-14.  Adopted 
by  Whigs  as  a  cry,  281.  Peel  and 
Russell's  position  towards  con- 
trasted, 281-8.  Adopted  by  Peel, 
286. 

Froude,  Mr.,  student  at  Oxford,  227. 
Influenced  by  Tractarianism,  ib. 

General  Preface  ("Lothair")  on 
Count  D'Onay.  18.  On  ''Ooa- 
tarini  Fleming,*'  19. 

GeiUleman*i  Maaatimt  on  Loid 
Beaconsfield's  Saptism,  8-9.  Oon- 
tains  death  of  Mr.  Pigott.  608. 

George  HI.  eulogised  in  ^Yindi^ 
catton,"  120. 


69« 


INDEX, 


G«r*rd,  cUracter  in  *'  SybU,"  242. 

Oermanr,  joIda  in  Andrassy  Note, 
617.  lASues  Berlin  Memorandum, 
618. 

Gibson,  Milner,  Mr.,  propOAes  vote 
of  censure  on  Palmerston,  496. 
Postpones  motion,  496. 

Gilbert,  8.  W.,  works  of,  compared 
with  Toung  England  novels,  239. 

Girardin,  ^ns.  de,  duel  with 
Carrel,  87. 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  £.,  in 
1837, 160-61.  Vulgarly  attacked 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  178.  Sup- 
ports Lord  Beaconsfield's  motion 
for  reduction  of  county  taxation, 
406.  Effect  of  his  action,  ib. 
Offered  office  by  Lord  Derby, 
417.  Votes  against  Ecclesias- 
tical Titles  BUI,  418.  On 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  explanations, 
488;  and  first  Budget,  438-9. 
Answers  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
inrective,  478-5 ;  and  analyses 
his  Budget,  476.  Chancellor  of 
the  Eicaequer,  478.  Financiiil 
reforms  opposed  by  Lord  Bea- 
conpfield,  479.  Proposes  doubling 
of  income  tax,  4X2-3.  Replies  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  484.  Proposes 
to  raise  £2,000,000,  487.  Again 
offered  office  b^  Derby,  492-3.  Re- 
fuses, 493.  Resigns,  494.  Farour- 
able  to  peace,  495.  Asks  Gibson 
to  withdraw  motion,  495-6.  Sup- 
ports Cobden's  motion  on  China 
war,  505.  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Common8,547.  IntroduoesReform 
Bill,  1*6.  Introduces  Redistri- 
bution Bill,  549.  Carried,  519-50. 
On  Grosvenor's  amendment,  548. 
Resigns,  550.  Objects  to  simul- 
taneous discussion  on  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's resolution  and  bill, 
655  :  on  abandonment  of  £6 
Ratiug  Bill,  557-9  ;  on  the  Dual 
Tote,  562 ;  on  personal  rating, 
663-4 ;  on  compound  house- 
holder, 565.  Demands  wholesale 
changes  in  Lord  Beaconsfield^s 
Reform  Bill,  566-7.  Anomalous 
position  as  Opposition  leader, 
667-8.  All  his  suggestions  ac- 
cepted, 569-71.  Position  de- 
scribed by  Lord  Salisbury,  572-4. 
Announces  intention  to  attack 
Irish  Church,  680.    Annoonoes 


Irish  Cbaich  KsolittionB,  58?. 
Carries  committee,  689 ;  and  first 
resolution,  591.  Condemns  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  use  of  Queens 
name,  5M.  Carries  Suspensory 
Bill,  506.  Prime  Minister,  597. 
Bissolres  Parliament,  600.  One 
of  the  Liberators  of  the  East, 
€28.  Publishes  pamphlet  on  Bol- 
ffarian  horrors,  646 ;  and  becomes 
foremost  champion  of  Eastern 
Christians,  646-7.  Article  in 
NtntteeMh  Century,  660-61.  On 
Berlin  IVeaty,  66S. 

(7lo6e,  controversy  with  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 126-144.  On  Mrs.  Dis- 
raeli's slmre  in  Shrewsbury  elec- 
tion, 194.  On  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
^giarism  from  Thiers,  452-4. 
Publishes  Salisbary-Schouyaloff 
Memorandum,  665. 

Goethe,  said  by  Lord  Beaconsfield 
to  haye  admired  **Contarini 
Fleming,"  19. 

Gortschakoff  (Prince),  on  English 
rejection  of  ^rlin  Memorandum, 
619. 

Graham.  Sir  James,  in  1837, 161.  At- 
tacked by  Mr.  Perrand,  261.  Home 
Secretary,  262-3.  Opens  Mazzini's 
letters,  263.  Extremely  unpopu- 
lar, ib.  Opposes  Lord*  Beacons- 
field's motion  for  reduction  erf 
county  taxation,  405-6.  Offered 
an  alliance  with  Russell,  415; 
refuses,  416.  Votes  against  Ec- 
clesiastical Titles  Bill,  418.  On 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  explanations. 
483.  Attacks  Lord  Beacons- 
field's desertion  of  Protectiou, 
465.  Criticises  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
Budget,  471.  Assailed  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  472.  Defended  by 
Gladstone,  475.  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  478.  Replies  to 
Mr.  Iiiyard*s  attack  on  Ministry, 
481.  Attadu  on  Napoleon,  49*1. 
Resigns,  494. 

Granby,  Marquis  of,  flattered  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  299.  31 5. 
Opposes  third  reading  of  Com 
Law  Bill,  815.  Joint  leader  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  891-2.  Re- 
mains faithful  to  Protection, 
461  ;  although  deserted  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  466.  Quoted  by  S. 
Herbert  as  Protectionist,  46a. 


appear 


Oiant,  Jam«a,  deseribM  Lord  Bet- 
consGeld'a  m:<iden  speech  171-2. 

OcmnTiUe,' Earl  (!«"  Leiwroo), 
appearance  in  1837, 16e-7.  Asked 
to  form  MinistiT,  493.  Fuils,  it. 
On  power  ot  Hinislen  to  nukke 
war,  GIS-ie. 

OratLiD,  Henry,  appearance  in 
1837,  168. 

Grattan,    Je 
m97,  158. 

Greco,  relations  with  Haiiiai.  5iD. 

Greece,  Palmerston'a  policy  W- 
wardii,  condemned  by  Lord  D«»- 
conaGeld,  MO. 

Gregg,  W.  R.,  on  "Sybil,"  MB. 
Complrotlcr  of  Stationery  De- 
partmcDt,  nCHi. 

GrerUle's  Ucmoin  on  LattraU'i 
deKrJplion  of  Moore  and  Ronn, 
T  ;  OD  Lord  BeaconBfield,  7i-B  ; 
on  Mr.  Duneombe,  ISS. 

Orey,  Colonel,  opponea  Lord  Bea- 
con>6eld,  4T.  A.  poor  ipMker,  (0. 
Ma  lie  A  hit  entrance  into 
Wycombe,  51.  Elected,  Si,  At- 
tacks Lord  Beacon  nfield,  K-T. 
Aeain  cooteats  Wycombe,  «1. 
Elected.  6i.  Again  elected,  81. 
CirciuuRtances  ol  the  election, 
I51-a  The  vercioD  examined,  it. 
Annonncen  to  Lord  BeacoiMfleld 
bia  appointment  aa  Piemier, 
S78. 

Grey,  Eitl,  on  sliding  Male,  tI4. 
On  Lord  Derby'*  treatment  of 
Protection,  447. 

GreT,  Earl  (the  late),  in  power, 
41.  Disliked  by  Radical*,  46. 
Reiitcpcnted  by  Lord  Beacona- 
field  as  taking  an  interest  in  bia 
election.  67.  DnfaTourably  con- 
trasted by  "  Ruunymede  irith 
PteU  149. 

Grey,  Sir  O.,  bccdmb  Lord  Bea- 
conaSeld  of  duplicity  on  Befonn 


Groove 


on.  421. 
or,  Earl  of,  propose* 
.menton  Ruasell-GUdatone 
n     Bill,     U8.       DefeatMl, 


Grote,  Mr.,in  1887,  160. 
GunieT,  Rt.    Hon.  R,,  introdocas 
Pablic  Wonhip  Bill,  602. 


EX.  «9S 

HaGi  Fuha  slanghterB  BOO  people 
at  Ctlnk-Kai,  638,  Leads  the 
massacre  of  Otlak-Eni,  630. 

"Half  aHUlioti  of  Uoney,"  Influ- 
ence of  on  ■'  Lothair,"  699. 

Halifax,  condition  of,  between  18S8 
andlS4tS6H. 

Halifax,  Viscount,  itt  Wood,  Bir  C. 

Hall,  8ir  Benjamin,  accuses  Lord 


1862.  486. 
Hampden,  John,  assodation  with 

Bucks,  867. 
Hampton,  Lord  (Sir  John  Paking- 

ton^,  on  Lord  BeaconsSeld'a  first 

Budiret,  4S9.     Oppoaes  incretue 

of  Ibit  Tax,  4S6. 
Hansarrl  '    "  ~" 

6-6-3-j; 


t...d. 

ly,  3rni.  252,  258,  264, 
:;,.;,,  ■;:>',.  :,'.7,  2112,  264,  266,  266. 
2r;7.  2iiH,  '.■«!1,  Kft,  271,  272,  W8, 
?74,  V7S,  ?:6,  277,  288,  289,  m-92, 
29S,  296,  3U1,  302,  306,  S07,  808, 
e09,  810.  311,  312,  816,  817.  818, 
319,  828,  824,  826.  827,  831,  383, 
3^  885,  336,  887,  888,  839,  840, 
341,  B4S.  346,  S4T.  84»l,  349,  860, 
361,  S52,  868,  8M,  866,  366,  B66, 


867,  I 


',  S88, 


,  892,  ess,  396,  397,  898, 
899;  400,  402,  403,  4M.  406,  406, 
407,  408,  409,  410,  412,  413,  414, 
416,  417,  420,  421,  422,  427,  481, 
433.  484,  486,  436,  487,  438,  489, 
-140,  442,  M7.  449,  4HI,  461,  462, 
467,  468,  469,  460,  461,  462.  463, 
4B4,  466,  467,  468,  469.  470,  471, 
472.  478,  476,  489-90,  603,  604-t, 
606,  614,  616,  62U,  626,  616,  628, 
630,  662,  683,  686,  687,  688.  641, 
W2,  M9,  651,  562,  654,  65S,  657, 
558,  669,  661,  662,  563,  664,  £66, 
666,  667.  668,  669,  670,  G7I,  674, 
681,  682,  686,  586,  687,  688,  691. 
692,  598,  594  695,  696,  603,  60S, 
6M,  SOT,  617,  619,  620   621,  626, 

Banti  contcstffd  bv  HirT.  Biring, 
44. 

HartinstoD^he  Hainnis  of,  «om< 
pared  to  Whig  of  1882,  46.  Pn>. 
poses  adTsne  rote  to  Dethf- 
Diaraali  HiniKry,  626. 

Barrey,  D.  W^  member  of  Wert- 
mitutOT  Befonn  Olnb^  100. 

Hayward,  Ur,  A,,  Q.C,   ax  Lmd 
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BeaoonsfieUTi  place  of  edncfttUm, 
10. 
Heathcote,  Sir  William,  flattered  by 

Lord  Beaconafield,  298. 
Heine  on  choice  of  a  srandfather. 
7.    Said   by   Lord   Beaoonsfield 
to    have    admired    '*  Gontarini 
Fleming;*  19. 
Henley,  the  Bt.  Hon.  Mr.,  Totea 
agamst  Peel,  857.    Befeired  to 
in  Morning  Chronicle,  891.    Cen- 
aures  Lord  Beaconsfield  for  at- 
tacking Lord  Canning,  516.  Be- 
ftigns,  524. 
**  Henrietta    Temple  **    published, 

197 ;  analysed,  198-200. 
Herald,  The,  does  not  notice  Lord 
Beaoonsfield's  maiden  speech,  178. 
Herat,  508-9. 
Herbert    Marmion,    character   in 

"  Venetia,"  199. 
Herbert,  Right  Hon.  S.,  condemns 
whining  by  agricnltorists,  271. 
Attacked  by  Ix>rd  Beaoonsfield. 
f5.     Delivers  inrectiTe  on  Lord 
Beaconsfield's   desertion  of  Pro- 
tection, 462-8  :  and  treatment  of 
Peel  463-4.    Resigns,  494. 
Herries,  Mr.,  joint  leader  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield,    891-2.       Opposes 
abolition   of    Narigation  Laws, 
893-4. 
Hertford,  Lord,  Lord  Monmouth  in 
"  Coningsby,"  229,  280.    Marquis 
of  Steyne  in  "Vanity  Fair,"  280. 
Treatment  contrasted,  ib. 
Herzegovina,  insurrection  in,  begin- 
ning of  Eastern  Question,  616. 
The  Andrassy  Note,  617. 
High   Church   party    accused  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield  of  conspiracy 
with  CathoUcs,  586-7,  589-90. 
"  Historic  Fancies  "  published,  224. 

Analyzed,  224-5. 
History  of  England,  see  Lord  Stan- 
hope ;  see  aim)  W.  N.  Molesworth. 
Hobnouse,  Mr.  T.  B.,  opposed  by 

Mr.  Roebuck,  47. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C,  Minister  for 
War,    47  :    attacked    by    Lord 
Beaconsfield,   81 ;   attached    by 
"Runnymede,"  147. 
Hod^kinson,    Mr.,   proposes   abo- 
lition of  compound  householder, 
569. 
Hogg,  Mr^^charged  with  comiption 
by  Mr.  femuid,  261. 


Holms,  Mr.  John,  MJ^.,  on  Pigott 
case,  605-8. 

Homer,  Lord  Beaoonafield  com- 
pares himself  to,  85. 

Hook,  Theodore,  guest  of  Lady 
Blessington,  1&. 

Hope,  Mr.  Henry,  friendship  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  588. 

Hope,  Mr.  T.,  influence  on  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  598. 

Homer,  Mr.,  ideas  traded  on  ac- 
cording to  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
816. 

Household  suffrage  proposed  by 
Hume,  180.  Opposed  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  181.  Propdeed  by 
Derby-Disraeli  Ministry,  557. 

House  of  Commons,  as  described  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  116-17 ;  first 
addressed  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
154  ;  appearance  in  1887, 154-61. 
Bearded  by  Chartists,  182.  Rights 
defended  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
525,582-8. 

House  of  Lords  described  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  117.  Censures  Pal- 
merston's  foreign  policy,  407. 

Howick,  Lord,  see  Grey,  EarL 

Hudson,  Mr.,  mentioned  in  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  maiden  ^>eech, 
169. 

Hughenden,  the  living  of,  606. 

Hugo,  Victor.  discusKd  at  Lady 
imessington  s,  16. 

Hume,  J.,  writes  a  letter  in  favour 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  47.  With- 
draws letter,  49-50.  A  liberal 
though  no  Whig,  62.  His  treat- 
ment by  Whigs  denounced  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  68 ;  and  com- 
pared to  treatment  of  Burke,  64. 
Attacked  in  "Vindication,'*  117. 
Lord  Beaoonsfield's  version  of 
his  relations  with,  130-32.  •  Re- 
presented as  having  supported 
nim  as,  Tor^,  133-5.  Inaccuracy 
of  this  assertion,  182-5.  Denial  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield  of  having  re- 
ceived a  letter  direct  from  nim. 
185.  Appealed  to  by  Globe,  136. 
Replies  asserting  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  asked  him  for 
assistance  as  a  Liberal,  137-9,  and 
that  he  had  written  to  that  gen- 
tleman direct,  it.  Publishes  the 
letter  of  acknowledgment,  139- 
40.   Abusively  answored  by  Lord 
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Beaconsfield,  141-2;  who  again 
denies  having  reodred  letter. 
ifr. ;  but  is  afterwards  compeUed 
to  admit  he  had,  144.  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  new  version  of  the 
Wycombe  alliance.  Appearance 
in  1887,  152.  Interrapto  Lord 
Beaooni^eld's  maiden  speech,  1<S7. 
Proposes  household  suffrage, 
180.  Defends  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
252.  Supports  Majnooth  Grant, 
278-4.  Defends  Peel.  854.  Cen- 
sures annexation  of  Cracow,  365. 
On  Lord  Beaconsfield's  first  Bud- 
get, 489-40. 

Hungary,  not  sympathised  with,  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  892. 

Euskisson,  Mr.,  blamed  by  Mrs. 
Canning  for  joining  Wellington 
Ministry,  828. 

Lodia  :  Mutiny,  511.  Palmers  ton's 
Bill,  515.  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
first  Bill,  517  ;  the  Resolutions, 
518-19.  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
second  Bill,  519-20.  Troops 
ordered  from,  to  Malta,  668. 

'^  Infernal  Marriage  "  published,  41. 

Ireland,  great  difSculty  to  the 
Ministry.  79  ;  state  in  1844,  252  ; 
filled  witn  troops,  258.  Motion  for 
inquiry  in  to  state  of,  i6.  Described 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  as  having  a 
starving  population,  an  absentee 
aristocnu^,  and  an  alien  Church, 
254.  Church  of,  denounced  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  ih.  The 
Famine,  279-80.  6Ute  of  in  1845, 
808.  Distress  in,  368.  Threat- 
ened with  insurrection,  898. 

Irish  Church  attacked  by  Mr. 
OUdstone,  580;  defended  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  (5.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's resolutions,  588.  Lord 
Stanley's  amendment,  %b.  Com- 
mittee carried  on  resolutions,  589. 
First  resolution  carried,  591. 
Carriage  of  Suspensory  Bill,  596. 

Irving's  *' Annals  of  the  Times" 
quoted,  182,  400,  401,  408,  444, 
445,  446,  500,  506,  527,  545,  578, 
579.  588.  589. 

IsabelhuQueen,  marriage  of,  864. 

Italy:  Plot  of  Bandiera  Brothers, 
258.  Noo-intervention  is  re- 
oonuMDdod  by  Lord   Bcirfins 


field,  580-82 ;  and  striving  after 
unity  condemned,  285.  Mazzini's 
action,  542.  Joins  in  Berlin 
Memorandum,  618.  Foreign 
Minister  regrets  rejection  of 
English  Memorandum,  619. 
^  Ixion  in  Heaven"  published,  41. 

Jerusalem  visited  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 18.    Influence  on  him,  20. 

Jeaflhreson,  J.  C,  describes  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  15.  On  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's plagiarisms^  599. 

Jews  described  m  "  Comnmby  "  as 
universal  geniuses,  282.  Kemoval 
of  disabilities  proposed  by  Lord 
J.  Russell,  871.  Attitude  of  Pro- 
tectionists towards,  '\b.  Bentinck's 
and  Lord  Beaconsfield's  attitude 
towards  contrasted  878-81.  Eulo- 
^sed  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  for  the 
Crucifixion,  882-8.  Unanimity 
in  favour  of  Turkey,  608-9.  The 
result  of  alliance  m  past,  and 
common  hate  of  Christians,  i5. 
Contempt  for  Christian  people, 
618-14.  Persecution  in  East 
origin  of  policy  on  Eastern  ques- 
tion, 658. 

JoUiffe,  Sir  W.,  votes  against  Peel, 
856. 

Judaism,  relation  to  Christianity, 
according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
881-4. 


Eeble,  Rev.  Mr.,  influenced  by 
Tractarianism,  227.  Unlike  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  early  teachers,  228. 

Kelly,  Sir  F.,  on  restoration  of 
Protection,  446. 

Kennedy,  Dr.,  head  master  of 
Shrewsbury  School,  190.  Sup- 
ports Lord  Beaconsfield's  candi- 
dature, 190-91.  Describes  Lord 
Beaconsfield  as  a  * '  Winchelser  " 
scholar,  192.  This  sUtement 
examined,  192.  Extravagantly 
complimented  by  Lord  B^tcons- 
fiekl,  192-8. 

Kerrison,  Sir  E.,  votes  against  Peel, 
857. 

King,  Mr.  Locke;^  proposes  exten- 
sion of  franchise  in  Ensland  in 
1850,  412:  and  again  In  1851, 
415.    Motion  carried,  •&.    Effect 
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on  the   KiDistrr,  i&.    Bill  dis- 

cuA^etl  by  Lord  maconafield,  421. 
KliMura,  condition  of,  daring  Bui- 

ffarian  atrocities  m  descril^  by 

MacGahAn,  629 ;  and  by  Baring, 

640.    The  rising.  646. 
EnatchbuU,  Sir  £.,  contrasted  by 

Loni     lienconsfield    with    Lord 

Chandos,  76.    On  Peel,  839,  844, 

852. 
Enaresboroagh  represented  bj  Mr. 

Ferrand,  259. 
Knightler,    6ir  C,  rotes  against 

Peel,  8^6. 
Enightley,    Sir  R^  resolution  on 

rating  ifranchlse  in  oounties,  566. 
Ejriatz,  H.,  on  affairs  of  Bulgaria, 

622. 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.H.,  opposed 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  87. 

Lambeth,  compound  householders 
in,  565. 

Land,  Tax  on,  supported  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  1888,  65^.  This 
a^urcdly  a  Radical  proposal, 
66  ;  and  question  of  the  hour 
at  that  period,  i6.  Interests  of, 
extravagantly  defended  by  Lord 
Beaconstield,  75.  Contrast  be- 
tween his  tone  on,  at  Marylebone 
and  at  Aylesbury,  76-7. 

Laud  eulogised  by  Lord  J.  Man- 
ners, 217. 

La  yard,  Sir  A.  H.,  attacks  Aberdeen 
Ministry,  481.  Declares  Turkey 
projrresisive,  \h.  Highly  eulo- 
eiffed  by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  491. 
rroposes  vote  of  censure  on 
Palmerston,  495.  On  hopelessness 
of  reform  in  Turkey,  668. 

Leader,  Mr.,  appearance  in  1887, 
157. 

Leeds,  condition  in  1843,  858. 

Leinster,  Duke  of,  on  threatened 
famine  in  Ireland,  280. 

Le  Monnier,  Sophie.  Relation  to 
Mirabeau,  673. 

Lennox,  Lord  Henry,  share  in  the 
Montefiore  incident,  671. 

Lennox,  Lord  W.,  Lord  Beacons- 
field as  an  opponent  to,  77-8. 

Lennoxes,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
356. 

"Letters  on  the  History  of  Eng- 
land "  contain  Whig  principles, 
124. 


Lereflon,  Lord  (Lord  OnuiTiDe). 
jSee  Earl  Oranrille. 

Lewis,  Mr.  Wyndham,  contests 
Maidstone,  150-64.  Widoir 
marries  Lord  Beaoonafield,  187. 

Lewis,  Mrs.  Wyndham.  S»  Vis- 
countess Beaconsfield. 

liberals,  not  Whigs,  61-4.  Voted 
against  Protection.  62,  466. 

Liddells^The,  vote  against  Peel, 357. 

Life  of  Bentinck  quoted,  288,  39S. 
296,  298,  299,  809,  816,  821,  325, 
848,  844,  845,  371,  876,  377,  381, 
882.  883,  884,  888,  889,  437,  438. 

Lincolnshire  represented  by  Mr. 
Christopher,  446. 

Lindo,  D.  A.,  admitted  Lord  Bea- 
consfield to  the  covenant  of 
Abraham,  6. 

Liskeard  represented  by  C.  Bnller, 
170. 

Liverpool,  Lord,  ridiculed  in  **  Co- 
ningsby,"  232,  A  Free  Trader 
according  to  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
257.  Succeeded  by  Canning,  267. 
Peel's  relations  with,  328,  337-9, 
844,  346-9. 

Lombardy  not  sympathised  with  bv 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  892. 

London,  Chartists'  Convention  in. 
182.  Addressed  by  Lord  John 
RusselL  280.  Represented  by 
Baron  Rothschild,  873. 

London  Journal,  The,  compared 
with  Lord  Beaconsfields  novels, 
235. 

Long,  Mr.  W.,  rotes  against  Peel, 
357. 

Longtown,  Peel's  effigy  burned  in, 
210. 

Lorraine,  Mrs.  Felix,  character  in 
«  Vivian  Q  rev,"  87. 

"Lothair  "published,  699;  analysed, 
t^.  General  Preface  to,  9ee  (gene- 
ral Preface. 

Lowe,  Right  Hon.  R.,  compared 
with  C.  Buller,  160  ;  in  1837, 162. 
Objects  to  simultaneous  discus- 
sion of  Lord  Beaconsfield*  s  reso- 
lution and  bill,  656.  Ridicule.<i 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  pott  as  Pro- 
testant champion,  686-6.  An- 
swered, 687. 

Lowthers,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
856. 

Luttrell :  Description  of  Rogers  and 
Moore,  7. 
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Lyle,  Mr.,  character  in  "  Coninn- 
bj  "  287. 

Ljndharst,  Lord,  meets  Lord  Bea- 
consficld  at  Lady  Blessington's. 
13.  Calls  on  Gfrerille  in  Lora 
Beaconsfield's  interest,  77-8. 
"Vindication"  dedicated  to,  114. 
One  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  early 
teachers,  228. 

Ljnn,  Lord  Beaconsfield  as  a  can- 
didate for,  77-8.  Addressed  by 
Lord  Derby,  446. 

Lyttelton,  Lord,  fellow-stndent  of 
George  Smythe,  219. 

Lytton,  Lord  (the  late),  a  Radical, 
47.  Writes  a  letter  in  favour 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  48.  De- 
clares Lord  Beaconsfield  applied 
for  his  assistance  as  a  Radical, 
134.  Appearance  in  1887,  166. 
Opposes  Malt  Tax,  485. 

MacauLiy,  Lord,  in  187, 1861.  Secre- 
tary for  War,  188.  On  Maynooth 
Grant,  274.  On  Lord  Derby's 
supporters  in  1852. 446.  On  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Budget  8peech,468. 

Macaulay,  Right  Hon.  T.  B.  &et 
Lord  Macauiay. 

M'Culloch,  J.  R.,  on  fixed  duty, 
480. 

HacGahan,  the  late  J.  A.,  sent  by 
Daily  yews  to  Bulgaria,  627  ; 
character,  ib. ;  achierements,  628 ; 
death,  ih. ;  account  of  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  628-88.  Contrasted 
with  Baring,  688-46. 

Madden,  R.  R.,  describes  Lord 
Beaconsfield  at  Lady  Blessing- 
ton'rt,  17. 

Madrid  :  Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  expelled 
from,  3t<7. 

Maguire,  J.  F.  (the  latej,  proposes 
Committee  on  Condition  of  Ire- 
land, 579. 

MahoD,  Lord.    See  Stanhope,  Earl. 

Maidstone,  contested  by  Lord  Bca- 
consfiela,  150-154. 

Maidstone  Constitutional  Society, 
addressed  by  Lord  Beaconi^eld, 
150-8. 

Maidstone  Journal  contains  Colonel 
Thompson's  address,  153-4. 

Maidstone,  Lord,  satirised  by 
Macauiay,  446. 

Malmetbury,  Earl  of,  rote  of  oen- 


sure'  on,  441.    On  Free  Trade, 
444. 

Malta,  Indian  troops  ordered  to, 
668. 

Manchester,  speech  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield at,  597-8. 

Manchester  Athenaeum  addressed 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  228. 

Manchester,  The,  School,  con- 
demned by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  887. 

Manhood  Suffrage  demanded  in 
National  Petition,  180. 

Manini,  882. 

Manners,  Lord  John,  returned  to 
Parliament.  214.  An  aoostle  of 
Young  EnglandiBm,  ib.  rublishes 
poems,  ib.  Those  poems  ana- 
lyzed, 215-18.  Fellow-student  of 
George  Smythe,  219.  Rebuked 
by  hu  father  for  his  friendship 
with  Lord  Beaconsfield,  222-8. 
Faith  in  Toung  Englandism  in- 
teUigible,  226-7.  Relations  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield  discussed  by 
Fortnightly  Heview^  286.  On  res- 
toration of  Protection,  446. 

Manners,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
856. 

Manning.  Cardinal,  student  of  Ox- 
ford, 227.  Infiuenoed  by  Trac- 
tarianism,  ib.  Unlike  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's  early  teacher^  238. 

Manstein  a  disguise  for  "Vivian 
Grey,"  21. 

Mamey,  character  in  "  SybU,"  242. 

Marylebone  addressed  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  as  a  Radical,  65. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  at,  contrasted 
with  Lord  Beaconsfield  at  Ayles- 
bury, 76-7.  The  Kennel  orators 
of,  117. 

Mather,  Mr.,  case  discussed  in  Par- 
liament, 441. 

Maule,  Mr.  Fox  (Lord  Panmure), 
attacks  Lord  Beaconsfield,  182. 
Answered,  183. 

Maynooth,  Peel's  grant  to,  273-7. 

Mayo,  Earl  of,  defeats  Russell 
Ministry,  418.  Announces  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Irish  policy,  679. 
Disavowed,  580. 

Mauini  in  England^  268.  Letters 
opened,  ib.  Relations  with  Stans- 
feld,  540-42. 

Melbourne^  Viscount,  meets  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  youth,  28-4.  Pre- 
mier, 70.      Agun  Premier,   87. 


Ud.1,  T.1  on, 
Bcnponnflald 
Bi>«uTedlT    a 
66  ;   ftDd  question' 
at  tbat  period,  ii. 
eilrnTngnntlr  daf 
Beacoasfield,  76. 
twecQ  his  touBOD, 
an.i  at  Arlcibuij,  7(1- 
liigiscd  by  Lord' 


n,  495.  On  hopeli 
ot  reform  in  Tnrkoj,  668. 
Leader,  Mr.,  appearance  ~~ 

Leeds,  condition  in  IMS,  S58. 
Leinslvr,  Duke  of.  on  tbieataned 

famine  in  Ireland,  280, 
Le  Monuier,  6aphio.    ""' 

L.  Lord  Henry,  eliare  in  the 
Moutefiore  incident,  671. 

Lennox,  Lord  W.,  Lord  Beacoiu- 
Gpld  a«  an  opponent  u 

Lenuoiea,  Tbe,  Tote  against  Peel, 
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Newark  represented  by  Mr.  Q-lad- 
■tone,  161. 

Newcastle,  Duke  of.  Minister  for 
War,  492.  Blamea  for  Crimean 
disasters,  \h.  Superoession  pro- 
posed by  Russell,  ib,  Sacrinced 
for  mistakes  in  Crimea,  601 . 

Newdegate,  Mr.,  votes  against  Peel, 
867.  Referred  to  in  Morninf 
Chronicle f  891.  Remains  faithfiu 
to  Protection^  406 ;  although 
deserted  by  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
467.  Quotes  Lord  Beaconsfiela 
against  Emancipation  of  Jews, 
622-8. 

Newman,  Dr.,  influenced  by  Trac- 
tarianism,  227.  Unlike  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  early  teachers,  228. 

Nineteenth  Centurv^  contains  article 
by  Rae,  99-100;  and  by  Glad- 
stone, 660-61. 

Northoote,  Sir  S.,  on  Pigott  case, 
607-8. 

Northern  Star  edited  by  F. 
O'Connor,  242. 

North,  Lord,  Ministry  of,  introduced 
in"Venetia,'*199. 

North  Wilts  represented  by  Sir  F. 
Burdett,  164. 

Norton,  Hon.  Mrs^  brings  Lord 
Beaconsfield  and  Iiord  Melbourne 
together,  28-4. 

Norton^  Lord  (Sir  C.  Adderley),  on 
relations  with  Canada,  688.  On 
Reform  BUI  of  '67,  671. 

Nottingham  represented  by  Mr. 
Osborne,  686. 

^  Novels  and  Norelists.*'  See  J.  C. 
Jeaffreson. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Smith,  introduces 
motion  on  Spottiswoode  Sub- 
scription, 164.  Opposes  Coercion 
Bill.  306 ;  seeks  coalition  with 
Protectionists,  886-6. 

O*  Council,  D.,  writes  a  letter  in 
^Tour  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  48-9. 
Vehement  opponent  of  Whigs, 
62.  Member  of  Westminster 
Reform  Club,  100.  Attacked  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  100-101.  Re- 
plies, 102-6.  His  duel  with 
D'Esterre.  106.  Addressed  in  an 
insulting  letter  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 108-12.  Attacked  in  "  Vin- 
dication," 117.  His  relations 
with  Lord  Beaconsfield  discussed 


in  (?2o6«controTer8y,  127-86.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  ^ves  a  new  version 
of  those  relations,  129-82.  Liac- 
curacy  of  this  version,  182-6; 
another  version  of  their  rela- 
tions, 161-8 ;  inaccuracy  of  this 
version  also,  ib.  Appearance 
in  1887,  168.  Attacked  by  Sir 
F.  Burdett,  166.  Replies,  ib. 
Attacked  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field. 166.  Agitation  for  Repeal 
of  Union,  262.  Opposes  Peel's 
Coercion  Bill,  804-6.  Relations 
with  Lord  Beaconsfield  alluded 
to  by  Roebuck,  811 :  and  by  Hall. 
413.  Called  by  Lord  Beaconsfiela 
a  great  man,  312.  This  estimate 
contrasted  with  others,  812-18. 

O'Connell,  M.,  fights  Lord  Alvan- 
ley,  106-7.  Challenged  bv  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  107.  Declines 
challenge,  107-8. 

O'Connor,  P..  member  of  West- 
minster Eetorm  Club,  100.  Cor- 
respondence submitted  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  242. 

Orators  of  the  age.  See  Francis, 
G.H. 

Orsay,  Count  D',  companion  of  Lady 
Blessington,  11-12.  Character. 
12-13.  In  conversation  with  Lora 
Beaconsfield,  16.  "  Henrietta 
Temple  "  dedicated  to,  198.  One 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  early 
teachers,  228. 

Orsini,  attempts  life  of  Napoleon, 
616. 

Osborne.  Mr.  Bemal,  son  of  Mr. 
Bernal,  169.  On  tactics  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  1862,  484-6.  At- 
tacks Lord  Beaconsfield's  deser- 
tion of  Protection,  461-2.  On  Uie 
Irish  policy  of '  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 686.  On  the  Stanley  Amend- 
ment, 16. 

Oswald,  Mr.,  attacks  the  denouncers 
of  Peel,  483. 

Otluk-Kui,  or  Panugurishti,  the 
massacre  at,  as  described  by  Du- 
puis,  622-8 ;  by  MacOahan,  630- 
81  'j  and  by  Baring,  640-41 ;  the 
rismg,  644-6. 

Oude,  annexation  of,  616. 

Ontram,  Sir  J.,  objects  to  Lord 
Canning^s  proclamation,  621. 

Oxford  university  attended  by 
Pusey,  227  ;  Keble,  «6.    Fronde, 
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ib. :  Williams,  ib, ;  Newman,  ih. ; 
anu  Mannixig,  ib.  Influenced  by 
Tractarian  movement,  ib, 

PaU  Mall  Gazettty  The,  on  Alaroos, 
201. 

Palmerston,  Lord,  attacked  by 
"  Runnymede,"  146-7.  Appear- 
ance in  1837, 155.  Opposes  fusion 
of  consular  and  diplomatic  ser- 
Tice,  207.  Satirizes  Lord  Bea- 
consfield,  %b.  Answered,  ib. 
Asks  for  Seryian  papers,  260. 
Blamed  by  Mrs.  Canning  for  join> 
ing  Wellmgton.  828.  Defends 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  252.  Protests 
against  Spanish  marriages,  364 ; 
and  annexation  of  Cracow,  365. 
Attacked  by  Protectionist  lead- 
ers, 364-5.  Defended  by  Peel, 
Sandon,  Mahon,  and  Hume,  365. 
Prussian  policy  approved  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  387.  Foreigpi 
policy  censured,  407 ;  defends 
nimself,  408.  Dismissed  from 
the  Russell  Gk>vemment,  419. 
Explains.  420.  Proposes  amend- 
ment to  Russell's  Muitia  BilL  422. 
Proposes  amendment  to  Yilliers' 
resolution,  460.  Effect  of  the 
motion.  461.  Home  Secretary, 
478.  Proposed  as  successor  to 
Newcastle,  492.  Offered  leader- 
ship of  Ck>mmons  by  Derby, 
492-3.  Refuses,  ib.  Premier,  493. 
Attacked  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
493-4.  Accepts  Roebuck  com- 
mittee, 494.  Proposed  yote  of 
censure,  495 ;  on  Vienna  Con- 
gress, u).  Another  yote  of  cen- 
sure, 496-7.  Victorious,  497. 
Aeain  assailed  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 497-8.  Denounced  by  Bright 
and  Cobden,  498.  Defended  by 
Prince  Albert,  499-500.  Attacked 
by  Roebuck,  500  ;  and  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 501  ;  but  defended  by 
prominent  Conservatives,  ib.  It- 
alian policy  attacked  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  502.  Involved  with 
China  and  Persia,  503.  Denounced 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  for  Russo- 

Shobia,  504-51.  Defeated  on  Cob- 
en's  motion.  506.  Appeals  to 
the  country,  t^.  Accused  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  of  aggressive  foreign 
policy,  506-10.      Obtains  large 


majority.  611.  Attacked  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  daring  Indian  Ma- 
tiny,  612-18;  but  supported 
Btroogly  bjr  House  of  Commoos, 
618.  Again  aoensed  by  Lord 
Beaconsneld  of  aggressive  foreign 
policy,  514-15.  Froposes  Con- 
spiracy  Bill,  516  ;  defeated  and 
resigns,  ib,  Indian  Bill  taken  up 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  517,  519. 
Appealed  to>  by  Mr.  Walpdc, 
624.  Position  from  '60  to  '65, 
626-7.  His  foreign  policy  agaio 
attacked  by  Lord  Beaconsneld, 
686.  Accused  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field of  degrading  the  Hoose 
of  Commons,  689.  Conduct  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  to.  estimated, 
646-7.  Death,  647.  Inflaenoe  on 
Lord  Beaoonsfield'a  policy  to- 
wards Russia,  616. 

Ptmagnrishti,  s«e  Otlok-Kni. 

Parliament  dissolved,  67,  187,  367. 
Suddenly  summoned,  163,  371. 
445,  491. 

Parliamentary  government  de- 
nounced in  "  Coninesby,'  233-4. 

Pears,  Mr.,  correspondent  of  Daily 
Newt  at  Constantinople,  627. 

Peel,  Sir  L^on  Sir  Robert  Peel,  21 1. 

Peel,  Sir  R.  (the  late),  called  to 
power,  70.  Strongly  supported 
hj  Lord  Beaconsfield,  80-81. 
Dismissed,  87.  Defended  in 
"  Vindication  **  for  deserting 
Tory  principles,  125-6.  Eulogised 
by  "Kunnymede,"  147-9.  Ap- 
pearance in  1837,  156.  Cheew 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  maiden 
speech,  175-6.  Eulogrised  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  1 84 .  Position 
in  1841, 185.  Again  eulogised  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  186-6.  Pro- 
poses vote  of  censure  on  Mel- 
bourne Ministry,  186.  Approach- 
ing office,  ib. ;  and  therefore 
again  eulogised  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 186-7.  Described  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  as  the  greatest 
statesman  of  his  age,  193.  Again 
eulogised  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
195-6  ;  who  describes  himself  as 
a  fervent  but  humble  supporter, 
195.  Why  this  adulation  ?  196-7. 
Premier,  206.  Confers  no  office 
on  Lord  Beaconsfield,  ib.  Con- 
demns Lord  Beaoonsfield'a  mo- 


tion  on  diplomatic  ■arriw,  307. 
Introduce!  b  aew  Com  Law,  208. 
Thia  proved  a  >t«p  in  diiectioD  of 
Free  Trade,  by  his  own  speecbel, 
20S-9  ;  hj  tboae  of  his  oppouenti, 
209-10 ;  and  by  his  Memoin, 
2I0-11  ;  yet  strongly  inpported 
by  Lord  Beaoonifield,  212-18, 
Acquitted  by  Lord  Beaconafield 
of  mconsiitency,  it.  Coldly  re- 
ceives Hr.  Disraeli's  adTsnces, 
214.  Described  in  "  Coningeby  "• 
ss  a  "  diitingaished  peiBonage," 
!S2  ;  as  a  "  great  man  in  a  ^at 
position,"  a.  Acquitted  ol  intri- 
gne,  it.  Still  receives  Lord 
BeacoosSeld  coldlr,  248-9.  Firat 
attacked  by  Lord  Beaooosfield, 
X9-60.  Anin  attacked  by  Lord 
Boaoonsfield,  260-Sl.  AdopM  an 
unwise  Irisb  policy,  2S2-S.  Again 
ealogised  by  Lord  Beaconi- 
field,  256-8.  A  painhd  scene 
with  Cobden,  261-2.  Allosion 
to  the  scene  by  Lord  Bea- 
conafield,  iA.  Accosed  bj  Lord 
Beaconaneld  of  bypocrisy,  2S4 ; 
and  of  selecting  as  a  colleague 
a  coolederate  of  Despard,  %5. 
Completel)'  diaproves  this  charge, 
2SM.  Accused  by  Lord  Bea- 
consdeld  of  tyranny  to  his  sup- 
porters, 267  ;  of  stealing  Whig 
principles,  ii. ;  and  of  trcncbery 
to  Cannine,  2G&  Replies,  288-9. 
Charged  by  Lord  Beaconsfleld 
with  desert  ini;  the  agricultnrists, 
270-71.  Qaotce  LcrdBeaooaefldd't 
former  eulogies,  272,  and  dis- 
misses him  with  contempt,  272-3. 
Proposes  Uaynooth  Gmnt,  273. 
Again  attackeil  by  Lon)  Beacons- 
field,  274-7.  Conduct  in  '45  esti- 
mated, 277-H.  Position  in  '46,  279- 
85.  Determines  to  abandon  Pro- 
tection, 2H5-6.  Orgaoiiation  of 
the  Opposition,  •ilS7.  Speech  of 
EiplaaatioD,  ib.  Ch.irged  by 
Lord  BKiCousfield  with  trea- 
chery, 'iW'O'i ;  and  with  want 
of  true  sUtminansbip,  292.  An 
inooceot  phrase  misrepresealed 
by  Lord  Beaconsfleld.  294-5. 
iDtrodooes  F«  Trade  BiU,  297. 
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298  I  and  again  reminded  of  hia 
coUiiion  with  Cobden,  801.  Apolo- 
gises to  Cobden,  ib.  latrodnCM 
Coercion  Bill, SOB.  Again  mierepre- 
•eDtedb^LordBeaconsfield,807-9, 
and  agam  attacked  818,  Makes 
a  stinging  reply,  818-17.  Con- 
spiracy against  hun,  820-29.  Ac- 
cused by  Bentinck  of  trvacheiy 
to  Canning  and  of  falsehood, 
826-7,  Bepndiates  charges,  B32-8. 
Charges  renewed  by  Lord  Bea- 
coQsfield,  1(88-46;  altbongh  ao- 
qnitted  by  Lord  Beaconsfleld  of 
I  previonaly,  818-4. 


satisfactorr  by  all  parties,  SM-S. 
Becigns,  t55.  Duel  with  Lord 
Beaconafiekl  estimated,  356-9. 
Sffect  of  fall  on  parties,  360, 
Supports  abolition  of  protection 
on  sngar,  361.  Approves  of  Pal- 
merslon's  Russian  policy,  865. 
Opposes  Lord  Beaconsfiefd's  mo- 
tion on  State  of  the  Nation,  399. 
Freqnently  attacked  by  Lord 
Beaconsfleld  since  '46,  399-100. 
Denounced  by  Mr.  Cheetham, 
400-101.  Opposes  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  motion  for  reducing  county 
taiBlion.  405,  lASt  appearance 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  408  j 
character  of  the  appearance,  ii. 
On  Palmeraton'a  foreign  policy, 
408-9.  Divides  with  Lord  Bea- 
consSeld,  410.  Death,  410-11. 
ESect  on  Lord  Beaconsfield's  for- 
tunes, 411-12.  Memory  defended 
by  Herbert,  463-4, 

Peel,  OeneraL  denounces  Lord 
BeaconaSeld  for  embarrassing  the 
Government,  4H9-90.  Proposes 
motion  in  favour  of  Palmerslon, 
501,  Resigns,  556.  On  Reform 
Billof '67,557,  561, 

Peelilea  oppose  Beutinok'a  Irish 
scheme,  861.  In  new  Parliament, 
371.  Offered  alliance  by  Lord 
John  Rossell,  415;  refuse,  416. 
Offered  alliance  by  Protec- 
tionisU,  416-17  ii. ;  refuse,  ib. 
In  New  Parliament,  871.  Op- 
poaed  Lord  Beaconsfleld'g  Budget, 
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defeated  bv  Tories,  118.    Beally 

defeated  by  Whiprm  118-20. 
"  Pencillinp5«'by  the  Way,"  descrip- 

tioD    of    Lord    Beaconsfield    in, 

15-17. 
Penzance.  Lord,  fellow-student  of 

Georce  Sinythe,  219. 
Perrv,  Mr.,  om>o»e8  Lord  Beacont- 

tield  at  MaiiL^tone,  154. 
Perry.  Sir  E.,  8upport8  Lord  Bea- 

consfield'H    action     on      Indian 

Mutiny,  513. 
Pen»i;i,  war  with,  608,  508-10. 
PeruAtitza,  the  maasacre  at,  durinc 

Bulenrian  atrocities  as  described 

by   MacGahan,    631-8;    and    by 

Baring,  641  ;  the  rising,  644-6. 
Pestera,  condition  of,  during  Bui- 

E.rian  atrocities  as  described  by 
acOahan,  683-4. 

Philippopolis,  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
gross  mistake  as  to.  620-21. 
State  of,  during  Bulgarian 
atrocities.  622. 

Picdotto,  Mr.,  on  date  d  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's  birth,  1.  On  relations 
of  the  Disraeli  family  with 
Judaism,  5-6. 

Pigott,  Mr.  T.  D.,  appointed  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  605-8. 

Pigott,  Key .  Mr.,  relations  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  606-8. 

Pitt,  William,  eulogised  in  "  Vindi- 
cation," 1 20.  Described  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  as  father  of  Free 
Trade,  213,  257. 

Plumptrc,  Mr.,  in  1887,  160. 

**  Political  adventures  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield." See  Fortnightlif  Rt" 
view. 

"Popauilla"  published,  17.  Its 
character,  ib. 

Prentice,  Mr.,  quoted,  209. 

Protection  an  issue  in  1811  elec- 
tion, 202.  Not  a  ConservatiTe 
cry,  according  to  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 204.  This  statement  con- 
trasted with  later  statement,  ib. 
Partially  aUindoned  by  Peel  in 
*41,  209  ;  vN-ith  approval  of  Lord 
Beacon.«field,  212-13 ;  though 
afterwards  condemned  by  same 
person,  212.  Peel  and  Russell's 
position  towards,  contrasted, 
281-3.  Abandoned  by  Peel,  286. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  claims  con- 
stancy to,  289.    This  claim  ex- 


amined, ib.  Paitj  omniaed, 
297-8.  Lord  BeaconnfieldTs  adon»: 
tion  inconsistent  with  ieacs- 
iuff  in  '42,  299.  Lord  Beacom- 
field's  attitude  towarda,  368. 
Attempt  to  imme^tely  reitore 
condemned  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
868-9.  His  next  move  on.  395. 
Reciprocity  propoeed  by  him  as 
substitute,  898-9.  Finally  be- 
trayed b^  Lord  BeacoDafi^i^  461. 

Protectionists,  bum  Peel  in  effigr 
in    1841,    210.      Abandonedby 
Peel,  286.    Raise  stormy  agita- 
tion, ib.     Formed   into  a  partr, 
297-8.     Support  Whig  ICinistrr, 
860.    Split  with  Peel  maintained 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  361.    Psm 
over  to  Opposition  benches,  862; 
but  continue  friendly  to  Whigs, 
868.     Split  on   Bentinck^s  Iri«h 
scheme,  864.   In  new  Parliament, 
871.     Attitude  on  Jewish   Dis- 
abilities, 873.    CoDaequent  dilE- 
culties  with  leaden,  8<4-31 .  Their 
final  betrayal  by'  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 466.     Eaiae  violent  agita- 
tion for  reyeraal  free  trade,  400- 
401.      Propose    amendment    to 
address,   401.      Nature    of    the 
amendment,  401-2.    Finallv  be- 
trayed by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  461. 

Prussia  consents  to  annexation  of 
Cracow,  365.  Policy  to  Schleswig- 
Holstein,  887. 

Public  Worship  Bill  introduced  by 
Mr.  Gurney,  602.  Strongly  sup- 
ported by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
603-4.   Effects,  6<>4-5. 

Punjaub,  rebellion  in,  393. 

Pusev  a  student  at  Oxford,  227. 
InAuenced  by  Tractarianism.  ih. 
Unlike  Lord  Beaconafield's  early 
teachers,  228. 

Queen,  name  of,  used  in  1841 
election,  205.  Such  use  advo- 
cited  in  "  Vindication"  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  ib. ;  yet  oonaemned 
in  ^Vhigs,  205-6.  IsfiHiea  deelara- 
tion  of  war  with  Russia,  482. 
Selects  Lord  Beaoonsfield  as 
Premier,  578.  Represented  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield  as  hostile  to 
attack  on  Irish  Church,  689  ;  and 
as  responsible  for  his  continu- 
ance in  power,  593-3.  This  repre- 
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■entfttion  diecuited  in  Commons, 
692-6. 

BaddoTO,  or  Badiloro,  condition  of, 
during  Bnlgarian  atrocities  as 
described  br  Mr.  HacOahan,  629 ; 
and  bj  Mr.  Baring,  689.  The 
rising,  644. 

BadicMs  correspond  to  Beformers 
of  'B2,  46.  Knn  candidates  in 
opposition  to  Whigs,  46-7.  Sup- 
ported Lord  Beaoonsfleld,  64-6. 
Coalition  of,  with  Tories  adro- 
cated  bj  Lord  Beaoonsfleld,  68. 
Abandoned  b j  Lord  Beaoonsneld, 
86-7.  Attitnde  in  1887,  162-& 
In  new  Parliament,  871. 

Bae.  Mr.  W.  F»  describes  formation 
of  Beform  Olnb,  99-100. 

Bagnsa,  English  Consul  in,  620. 

Basim  Bey,  one  of  the  heroes  of 
Bnlgarian  atrocities^  628. 

Bates,  Chnrch,  modification  of, 
proposed  bjLord  Beaoonsfleld,  80. 

Bathoormack,  tithe  massacre  at, 
91-2. 

Beade,  Consul,  on  arming  of 
Circassians,  628-6. 

Bedproclty  proposed  as  substitute 
for  Protection.  898-9. 

Bedistribution  BUI  introduced  by 
Mr.  Gladstone,  649 ;  carried, 
649-60. 

Beform  Bill.  That  of  1882  differ- 
ently regarded  \sj  Beformers  and 
Whigs,  44-6.  Effect  on  parties, 
162-8.  Introduced  in  1862,  420  ; 
in  1869,  628-6 :  and  in  1860,  688. 
Neglected  in  1861.  681-6.  Again 
introduced  in  1866,  647.  Ex- 
tensiye  agitation  in  fayour  of, 
660.  Neyer  opposed  by  Conser- 
yatiyes,  accormng  to  Lord  Bea- 
consfield,  652.  Besolutions  on 
proposed  bj  Lord  Beaoonsfleld, 
668  ;  but  a  £6  bill  substituted, 
664-6.  This  also  dropped,  666 ; 
and  household  suffrage  substi- 
tuted, 667. 

Beformers  of  '82  correspond  to  our 
Badicals,  46.  Bun  candidates  in 
opposition  to  Whigs,  46-7.  Sup- 
ported by  Lord  Beiux>nsflel(L  64-6. 

B^d,  Mr.,  m  the  SUtionery  Office, 
606. 

<'  Beyolutionary  Epick  "  published, 
88.    Its  extraordinary  Preface, 


88-6.  Its  character,  86-6.  Said  by 
Bright  to  adyocate  priyate  assas- 
sination^ 642.  New  edition  pub- 
lished, M8.  Passases  gaj^ed.  •&. 
Dedication  to  Lord  Derby,  644. 

Bice,  Spring,  appearance  in  1887, 
166. 

Bichmond.  Duke  of  (the  late),  op- 
poses the  Com  Law  of  1841. 
210;  which  Lord  Beaoonsfleld 
approyed,  212-18 ;  afterwards 
used  by  Lord  Beaoonsfleld  asainst 
Peel,  212.  Leads  opposition  to 
Peel  in  '46,  286.  Intentions  on 
Beform  as  described  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld.  662. 

Bichmond,  Duke  of  (the  present), 
on  Queen's  part  in  Irish  (Thurch 
agitation,  694. 

JKcXmofMl  omd  TwktunJkam  7%ii«t, 
letter  in.  from  H.  G.  Bohn,  8-4. 

Bigby,  Mr.,  stands  for  J.  W. 
Croker  in  ^  Coningsby,"  229,  241. 

Bipperda,  object  of  Lord  Beaoons- 
field's  early  admiration,  26. 

«<  Bise  of  Iskander"  published,  41. 

Bitualism  adyocated  by  Lord  J. 
Manners,  214-16,  218;  }aj  G. 
Smythe,  219-28;  and  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld,  248-4.  Afterwards 
denounced  by  Lord  Beaoonsfleld, 
608. 

Bitualists  accused  by  Loid  Beaoons- 
fleld of  oonspiracy  with  Catholics, 
686-7.  Denounced  by  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfleld, 608 ;  thouffh  formerly 
strouffly  supported,  608-4. 

Boebnck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  contests  Bath 
as  a  BadicaL  46-7.  A  Liberal  in 
1882,  though  a  yehement  oppo- 
nent of  Wnigs,  62.  Appearance 
in  1887,  161.  Attacked  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld,  801.  Attaob  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld,  810-12.  Defends 
Peel,  866.  Congratulates  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld  on  attaining  to 
leadership,  897.  Attacks  Lord 
Beaoonsfleld  for  his  constant 
denunciations  of  Peel,  899-400. 
Moyes  yote  of  oonfldenoe  in 
the  Bussell  Ministry,  407.  Pro- 
poses Sebastopol  committee,  492. 
Motion  carried,  i6.  Committee 
accepted,  494 ;  proposes  yote  of 
censure  on  conduct  of  war,  600-1. 

Bogers,  S.,  said  to  haye  had  Lord 
SiiMoonsfleld  baptised,   7.     De- 
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•cribed  by  Luttrell,  \h,  GoAst  of  . 
Ladj  Bleotington,  18.   A  teacher 
of  Lord  Beaconafield's  youth,  228. 

Rolfe,    Mr.     J.,    propofles     Lord 
Beaoonsfield's  health,  74. 

Bonayne,  Mr.,  letter  to  the  Mommg 
Chrmicle,  102. 

Bothsohild,    Baron,     elected    for 
London,  878. 

Bnnnvmede  Letters,  146-9. 

Bnsaell,  Lord  John,  attacked  by 
Bnnnymede,  146.  Appearance 
in  1887,  164-5  ;  and  position,  162. 
Proposes  Edacation  Grant.  179. 
Position  in  1841,  185.  Intro- 
duces motion  on  state  of  Lre- 
land,  258.  Eulogised  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  266.  Why?  266-6. 
Fortnightly  Review  on  Lord  Bea- 
consfidd's  contradictory  esti- 
mates of,  268-9.  Supports  May- 
nooth  Grant  278-4.  Denounces 
Com  Law,  280.  Position  on 
question  contrasted  with  Peel's, 
280-88.  Lms  popular  with  some 
Liberals  than  reel,  286.  FaUs  to 
form  Ministry,  286.  Speech  of 
explanation,  287.  Opposes  Peel's 
introduction  of  Coercion  Bill,  806. 
But  supports  first  reading,  809. 
Defends  Peel,  364.  Proposes 
abolition  of  protection  on  sugar, 
860.  Opposes  Bentinck's  Irish 
scheme,  868.  Introduces  Irish 
Coercion  Bill,  872.  Proposes  re- 
moval of  Jewish  disabilities,  878. 
Blamed  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  for 
so  doing,  879.  Recogniies  leader- 
ship of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  897. 
Attacks  Lord  Beaconsfield  for 
duplicity,  404.  On  censure  of  Pal- 
merston's  foreign  policy,  407. 
Death  of  Peel,  41 1.  Eflfect  on,  ib. 
On  extension  of  the  Irish  fran- 
chise, 412.  Id  troduces  Ecclesiasti- 
cal TiUes  Bill,  413.  Defeated,  416. 
Tenders  resignation,  ib.  Effect 
on  the  Ministry.  413-14.  Opposed 
by  Aberdeen  and  Graham,  416. 
Resumes  office,41 8.  Dismisses  Pal- 
mer8ton,419.  Explains,  420.  Intro- 
duces Reform  Bill,  t^.  Introduces 
MUitia  BUI,  422.  Defeated,  ib. 
Resigns,  423.  On  policy  of  Lord 
Derby's  Government,  427.  On 
Lord  ^aconsfield's  speech,  481-8. 
On  dissolution  of  Parliament^  484. 


A^pun  attacks  I>erbj^I>iBxme]i 
Mmistry,  441-2.  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, 478.  Denoonoea  emba> 
raasment  of  Gorenunait  by  <»- 
position^  486.  IntiodiioM  Bm 
for  abolition  of  Oaths,  490.  At- 
tacks Lord  Beaconsfield.  491.  Pro- 
poses supersession  of  Newcastle, 
492.  Resigns,  t6.  Asked  to  fonn 
new  Government,  498.  Failed, 
•6.  English  repreeentatlTe  at 
Vienna,  494.  Retoms  to  LoiMiUm, 
ib.  On  Vienna  Congress,  496. 
Resigns,  497.  Supports  Cobden's 
vote  of  censure  on  China  war. 
606.  Proposes  vote  of  confidence 
in  Palmerston,  618.  Rescues  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Indian  Bill,  518-19 ; 
and  opposes  his  Reform  Bill,  634. 
Introduces  Reform  Bill  of  1860, 
684.  Premier,  647.  Introduces 
Reform  BUI,  ib.    Resigns,  660. 

Russia,  subject  of  questions  by 
Lord  B^iconafield,  249,  261. 
Consents  to  annexation  of  Cra- 
cow, 865.  England's  declaration 
of  war  against,  482.  Hatzed 
towards  the  winning  game  in 
England,  616.  Joins  in  Andrassy 
Note,  617;  and  in  Berlin  Me- 
morandum, 618.  Declares  war 
against  Turkey,  667  ;  thwarted 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  668;  vic- 
torious, ib. 

Rutland,  Duke  of,  condemns  friend- 
ship of  his  son  (Lord  J.  Manners) 
and  Smythe  with  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 222-8.  Yet  flattered  under 
name  of  Beaumanoir  in  ''Co- 
ningsby,"  284. 

Salisbury,  Marquis  o^  in  1887,  162. 
Supports  motion  in  favour  of 
Palmerston,  601.  Resigns,  666. 
On  Household  Suffrage  Bill,  657. 
OnMr.Gladstone's  demands,667-8. 
Protests  against  enfranchisement 
of  compound  householder,  669. 
Pronounces  vehement  invective 
against  Lord  Beaconsfield,  671-4. 
Denounces  Lord  Beaconsfield  for 
equivocation  on  Irish  Church, 
684-6.  Attacked  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field on  Public  w  orship  Act,  608w 
Sent  to  Constantinople  Con- 
ference, 656.  On  Memorandum 
with    Schonyalofi^   666.    Sntiy 
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into  London  after  Berlin  Treaty, 
669.  On  hopeleBsness  of  reforms 
in  Turkey,  668. 

Salopian  Journal  reporti  Dr.  Ken- 
nedy, 192  ;  and  challenge  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  by  Mr.  Yardley,  198. 
Admires  Lord  Beaconimeld's 
crest,  194. 

San  Stefano,  Treaty  of,  668-5. 

Sandon,  Lord,  attacks  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 262.  ApproTes  Pal- 
merston's  Russian  policy,  866. 

Saracens'  relations  with  the  Jews, 
610-11. 

Sardinia,  not  sympathized  with  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  892. 

Sarsfield  discussed  at  Lady  Bles- 
slngton's,  17. 

Schleswig-Holstein,  887. 

BchouTaloff,  Count,  share  in  nego- 
tiations after  Berlin  Memoran- 
dum, 661. 

Schuyler,  Mr.  £.,  on  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  688-9;  one  of  the 
Liberators  of  the  East,  ib. ;  on 
the  Batak  massacre,  641. 

Scottmany  the,  reports  Edinburgh 
speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  575 : 
tnis  contrasted  with  official 
report,  577-8. 

Scott,  Mr.  Walter,  on  dispute  be- 
tween Lord  Beaconsfield  and 
Globty  186. 

Sedley,  Taylor,  on  Eastern  Ques- 
tion, 617  e<  $ea.  On  negotations 
after  Berlin  Memorandum  650. 

Semitic,  The,  principle,  888. 

Serria  supplies  cants  Mli  between 
Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Peel,  250. 
Requested  bj  Beaconsfield  Mi- 
nistry to  assist  in  putting  down 
Bosnian  insurrection,  616-17. 
Denounced  by  Lord  Beaconsfield 
649-51.  655-6. 

Sidmoutn,  Lord,  ridiculed  in 
"  Coningsby,"  232. 

Sidonia,  a  character  in  "•  Conings- 
by  "  282-3. 

Sheanan,  Mr.,  quoted,  44. 

Sheffield,  condition  of  in  1848,  858. 

Shelley,  P.  B.,  as  portrayed  in 
"Venetia,"  198-200. 

Shiel,  Col.,  509. 

Shiel,  B.  L.,  appearance  in  1887, 
158. 
houTaloif,  Count,  651. 
hrewsbury    contested    by    Lord 


Beaconsfield,  257-8.     Addressed 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  188-195. 
Shrewibury  Chronicle  reports  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  speech^  188.     De- 
scribes Mrs.  Disraeh's  share  in 
Shrewsbury  election,  194. 
ShrewAury  \ew*  reports  speeches 
of  Dr.  Kennedy,  192,  and  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  198.    Kidicules  the 
latter's  crest,  194. 
8hrop$hirt     Loniervative     reports 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  address,  189- 
90, 195^.    Charges  Peel  with  de- 
serting Protection,258.  Answered 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  ib, 
Sicuy  not  sympathized   with    by 

Lord  Beaconsheld,  892,410. 
^  Sketches  in  London,**  ms  Grant, 

James. 
Slough,  speech  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field at,  521-2. 
Small  Tenements  Act  effect,  564-5  ; 
and  application,  565. 
Smith,  Hon.  R.,  member  for  High 
Wycombe,  44.      Beceires  letter 
from    J.    Hume,  49-50.     Again 
elected,  61  ;  and  again,  82. 
Smith,    Horace,    g^est    of    Lady 

Blessington,  18. 
Smith.  Sydney,  compared  with  C. 

Buller,  160. 
Smith,  Mr.  Ooldwin,  on  "^  Lothair/' 

600-601. 
Smith,  Vernon,  Mr.,  replies  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  attack  on 
Canning,  512.  Again  replies, 
512-18. 
Sinythe,  G.  8.  (afterwards  Lord 
btrangford),  elected  to  Parlia- 
ment, 214.  An  apostle  of  Yoong 
Englandism,  15.  Birth  and  edu- 
cation, 218-19.  Reasons  for  join- 
ing Young  England  party,219-20. 
Separates  from  Lord  Beaoons- 
field  and  Lord  John  Manners, 
220.  Want  of  energy  in  Parlia- 
ment, 220-21.  Refuses  office,  221. 
Nature  of  friendship  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  221-24.  Warned 
against  this  friendship^  222-28. 
Joins  Morning  CkrcnueU^  228. 
Succeeds  to  his  title,  224.  Dies, 
t6.  Estimate  of  his  life,  ib. 
Analysis  of  his  works,  ^-5. 
Hopes  and  aims  in  joining  the 
Tory  ^uty,  225.  Faith  in 
Yonng  £nglandiam  intelligibly 
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SS8-7.  Defendi  Lord  Beaoont- 
fleld,  262.  On  Lord  Beaoons- 
flelas  pUgUuiftm  from  Thiers, 
4&8-6. 

Somortet,  CapUin,  remainB  faithful 
to  Protection,  466;  althouffh 
deserted  by  Lord  Beaconafidd, 
467. 

Bomenets,  The,  vote  against  Peel, 
856. 

Bomerrille,  Sir  W.,  opposes  intro- 
dootion  of  Coercion  Bill,  805 ; 
and  second  reading,  824-6. 

jSoattA^m  Heporter  contains  aocoont 
of  Rathcormack  massacre,  91. 

SpteHatCTy  The,  on  auarrel  between 
Lord  Beaoonsfiela  and  O'Connell, 
108-10.  On  Lord  Beaoonsfield's 
first  appointment  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheauer,  424.  Quoted, 
429.  On  Bul^rian  atrocities, 
627.  On  Bussian  declaration  of 
war,  657. 

Bpooner.  Mr.,  alladed  to  by  Mom' 
ing  CkronicU^  891. 

Spottiswoode  Subscription,  cha- 
racter of,  163-4.  Subscrioed  to 
by  Sir  F.  Burdett,  164.  Brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons, 
ib.  Defended  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  166-70. 

St.  Andrew's  Hotbom,  Lord  Bea- 
con^eld  baptized  at,  8-9. 

St.  Cyr,  Marshal  de,  eulogium  of 
Thiers  on,  452-6. 

St.  Lys,  character  in  "  SybU,"  248-4. 

Stafllord,  Mr.,  flattered  by  Lord 
Beaoonsfield,  298-9.  Alluded  to 
hj  Morning  Chnmide,  891. 

Stafford,  Lord,  eulogised  by  Lord 
J.  Manners,  217. 

Stamford  represented  by  Lord 
Salisbury.  686. 

Standard,  Tne.  does  not  notice  Lord 
Beaconsfiela's  maiden  speech, 
178. 

Stanhope,  Earl,  the  late,  on  Peerage 
Bill,  1 19-20.  " Memoirs  of  Peel" 
quoted,  211.  Supports  Palmer- 
ston's  Bussian  policy,  865. 

Stanley.  Lord,  «e«  late  Lord  Derby. 

Stansfeld,  Bt.  Hon.  J.,  inrolyed  m 
a  dispute  about  Mauini,  540-41. 
Denounced  by  Lord  Beaoonsfield, 
541.    Besult  of  the  attack,  642-8. 

Stapylton  Toad,  character  in 
"  Virian  Grey,"  86. 


'*8toyiie,  Haimili  of,"  eoiitmted 
with  Lord  Mloomonth,  S80. 

Stockhohn,  Lord  BtmigEbcd  (6th) 
minister  hi,  218.  Biithplaos  of 
George  Smytha,  t6. 

Btockport  rejects  Oobdoi,  16?. 
Bepresented  by  Cobden,  271. 

Strangford,  Lady,  on  George 
Smythe,  219-224;  and  Tovng 
Englan4  219-20. 

Strangf ord.  Lord  (6thy  father  of 
George  Smythe,  218.  Minister 
at  Stockholm,  ib.    Death,  224. 

Strangford,  Lord  (7th).  See 
Smythe,  G.  & 

Sugar  Duties  diaonssed  in  Parlia- 
ment, 186-6,  860-61. 

Sugden,  Sir  E.  (Lord  St.  Leooaids), 
appearance  in  1887,  169. 

Sunderland,  Lord,  introdnoes  Peer^ 
age  Bill,  118-19.  Defeated  by 
Whigs,  119-20. 

Suspensory  Bill,  see  Irish  Church. 

** Sybil"  published,  241.  Object, 
241-2.  Dramaiie  permma,  242-3. 
Becalls  with  regret  days  of 
the  Abbots,  248.  Highly  praises 
Bitualism,  248-4.  Dewanptions  of 
the  working  clsssos  mere  daubs, 
244-5.  Bepresents  Tonng  £n- 
fflandism  in  '^  Egremont,**  245. 
Describes  aristocrats  as  natural 
leaders  of  the  people,  246-6.  Self- 
laudation  of  author,  246-7. 

Talfonrd,  Serjt.,  introdnoes  Copy- 
right Bill,  179. 

Tamworth  represented  by  Peel,  186. 

*'Tancred"  published,  881.  On 
relations  of  Jews  and  Moham- 
medans, 611.  On  superiority  of 
Jews  to  Christians,  614.  Dreams 
realised  in  Lord  Beacomsfield^s 
Premiershipj  666-7. 

Tatar-Basardjik,  soe  Barardjik. 

Taunton,  conteated  by  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere  and  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  87- 
99,184. 

Taunton  Courier,  deaoribes  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  as  a  OonserratiTe, 
87.  Its  aocuracy  doubted,  88. 
But  afterwards  proTed,  88-97. 

**  Taxes  on  knowledge  **  condemned 
by  Lord  Beaconaneld,  69,  61,  65. 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  defends  Stans- 
leld's  relations  with  'K«^»^\ 
641. 
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Ti^lor,  T.,  giiMt  of  Mr.  W.  Here- 
Teheran,  609. 

Theokeny,  W.  K,  contrasted  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  280.  Oiiticiaes 
«Coninmby/»  240-41. 

<<The  Grids  Examined  "  published, 
79.  AdTocates  immediate  aboli- 
tion of  Irish  Tithes.  (6. ;  redac- 
tion of  the  Irish  Chorch,  79^ ; 
modification  of  Church  Bates.  80 ; 
strongly  defends  Peel  from 
charge  of  tergirersation,  80-81 ; 
aod  compares  Ministry  to  Du- 
crow,81-2. 

<'The  British  Senate,*'  see  Grant, 
James. 

Thiers,  M..  essay  stolen  by  Lord 
Beaconsneld,  462-6. 

Thimbleby.  BeT.  J.,  baptized  Lord 
Beaconsneld.  9. 

Thompson,  Alaerman,  rotes  against 
Peel,  867.  Bemains  faithful  to 
Protection,  466 ;  although  de- 
serted by  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  467. 

Thompson,  Colonel  (afterwards 
General),  member  of  Westminster 
Beform  Club,  100.  Opposes  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  at  Maidstone,  161-4. 
Their  principles  compued,  163-4. 
Defeated,  164. 

TVsMS,  The,  contains  letter  of  Lord 
Beaoonsfield,  67 :  and  election 
address,  68-60.  Beport  of  the 
Bathcormack  massacre,  91-2. 
Contains  letter  of  Lord  Beaoons- 
field, 129, 186, 141, 148.  PubliBhes 
^  Bunnymede  Letters,**  146-149. 
Qnoted,161.  Praises  LordBcaMons- 
field*s  maiden  speech,  174.  Quotes 
«Coningsby,**241.  Quoted,  840, 
844,  860. 861,  862.  On  Protection- 
ist leadership,  892.  On  Lord 
Beaoonsfield's  first  appointment 
as  Chancellor  of  theExcheouer, 
428-4.  On  his  plagiarism  from 
Thiers,  464-6.  Denies  report  of 
his  resignation.  479. 

TiraoTa,  condition  during  Bul- 
garian atrocities,  626. 

Tithes,  Irish,  strongly  denounced 
by  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  79. 
Strongly  defended  by  Loxd  Bea- 
oonsfield, 90;  thougn  they  had 
just  caused  a  bloody  conflict, 
91-2.  The  Bathcormack  mas- 
sacre, t6. 


Tomline,  Mr,  contests  Shrewsbury 
along  witn  Lord  Beaconsfielo, 
188-96.     Elected,  196. 

Tories  support  Lord  Beaoonsfield 
64.  CoaliUon  of,  with  Badicals 
adYOcated  by  Lord  Beaoonsfield, 
68.  Credited  in  *'  Vindication  *^ 
with  defeating  the  Peerage  Bill, 
118.  The  credit  undeserred,  118- 
20.  fuduced  to  desert  principles 
by  Bolingbroke,  128.  Attitude 
in  1887,  168.  The  real  Free 
Traders  according  to  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfield, 203.  This  statement 
contrasted  with  later  statements, 
204.  Those  of  Liyerpool's  time 
satirized  in  "  Coningsby."  281-2. 
Described  by  Lora  Beacons- 
field  as  apostles  of  retrench- 
ment, 893.  Never  opposed  to 
Beform,  according  to  Ix>rd  Bea- 
oonsfield, 661-2.  This  statement 
examined,  662-8. 

Torrens,  Mr.  W.  M*C.,  describes 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  at  Mrs.  Nor^ 
ton's,  28-4. 

Tower  Hamlets  represented  by  Mr. 
Ayrton,  698-4. 

Tractarianism  b^at  Young  Eng- 
landism,226.  Lifluences  Ozford^i 
leading  men,  227. 

*<  Treatise  on  Taxation,**  sss  M'Oul- 
loch. 

TreTeljan.  Mr.,  Life  of  Macanlay. 
5m  Lord  Macaulay. 

Triennial  Parliaments  supported  by 
Lord  Beaoonsfield,  67,  69,  61. 
Again  supported  by  him,  66. 
And  again,  68.  Dropped,  79.  Ad- 
▼ocated  by  Col.  Thompson,  168 ; 
who  was  opposed  by  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfield, i6.  Again  oppoeed  by 
him,  181. 

Trollope,  Sir  J.,  TOtes  ajjainst  Peel, 
867.  Befened  to  in  Morning 
ChroMcU,  891. 

True  Sun  attacks  Lord  Beaoonsfield, 
110-11. 

Turkey,  Lord  Beaconsfield*8  con- 
stancy to,  261.  Strongly  defended 
by  Sir  A.  Layard,  481.  Unanimity 
of  Jews  in  f sTOur  o^  608-9.  The 
result  of  alliance  in  past,  and 
common  hate  of  Christians,  ib. 
Accepts  intervention  of  Consuls 
in  Bosnian  insurrection,  617.  The 
statut  quo  adrocated   by  Lord 
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Beaconsfield,  \b.  The  Andrassy 
Note,  t6.  Berlin  Memorandum, 
618-19.  Follows  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  advice,  619.  TheBnlgarian 
massacres,  t6.  Independence 
again  defended  bj  Lord  Bea- 
consfield,  626,  656  ;  rejects  nro- 
posals  of  Constantinople  Con- 
ference, 656.  War  with  Russia, 
657. 

7>iie  Mtrcm  on  Peel  in  *41,  210. 

Tvrrell,  Sir  J.,  votes  against  Peel, 
'857.  On  Lord  Beaconsfield's  first 
Badget,  489. 

Ultramontanism  advocated  by  Lord 
J.  Manners,  214-16;  by  G. 
Smythe,  219. 

Union,  Bepeal  of,  O'Connell's  agi- 
tation for,  252. 

Urquhart,  Mr.  D.,  plagiarised  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  599-COO. 

Utrecht,  Treaty  of,  864. 

** Vanity  Fair"  contrasted  with 
**  Comngsbv,"  280. 

Vansittart,  Mr.,  ridiculed  in  "  Co- 
ningsby  "  282. 

"Venetia^  published,  197.  Ana- 
lysed, 198-200. 

Victor  Emmanuel,  condemned  by 
Conservative  party,  528. 

Vienna  Congress,  494.  Treaty  of, 
365. 

Villiers,  Right  Hon.  C.  P.,  in 
1837,  158.  Proposes  motion  on 
Corn  Laws,  184.  Gives  notice 
of  motion  in  favour  of  Free 
Trade,  449 ;  and  on  Beacons- 
field's  pronouncements,  450.  Pro- 
S>se8  resolutions,  456-7  ;  on  Lord 
eaconsfield's  amendment,  460. 
Proposes  reply  to  Address,  404. 
Asks  declaration  of  policy  from 
Derby  Ministry,  482. 

**•  Vindication  of  the  English  Con- 
stitution" published,  114.  Ego- 
tistic anecdote,  115-16.  The  Com- 
mons an  Estate,  116.  Attacks  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  former  friends,  117. 
Indicts  Whi|r  party,  118.  Charges 
it  with  limitmg  Peerage,  ib.  The 
charge  unfounded,  11^20.  Eulo- 
^rises  George  III.,  120  ;  and  Pitt, 
\h, ;  and  Burke,  121.  Describes 
Tories  as  the  National  Party,  120. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  portrays  nim- 


self  under  BoUngbroke,  lSO-24. 
Eulogises  Bolingbroke  f6r  desert- 
ing Tory  principles  in  oaio&  12S. 
This  principle  eTaminad,  128-5. 
Reviewed  in  dtbt^  126-7.  ItB 
doctrines  compaTed  wtth  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  speeches,  205*6. 
Similarity  of  ideas  in  *^  ConingB- 
by,"  281.  Doctrines  contrasted 
with  Lord  Beaconsfield's  speeches 
in  1846,  299. 

Yir^  Lord  Beaconsfield  compares 
hmiself  to,  85. 

"Vivian  Grey,"  first  part,  pnb- 
lished,  15.  Extremely  saooess- 
ful,  15-16.  Second  part  published, 
17.  Analytied,  27-42.  The  hero 
goes  to  school,  27-8.  Studies 
politics,  28.  Refiectiona  on  the 
means  of  success,  29-80.  Meets 
and  flatters  the  Marquees  of  Cara- 
bas,  81-4.  His  reflections  on  life, 
84-5.  His  tactics  at  a  dinner,  85. 
Meeting  of  the  Carabas  party* 
86-7.  Speech,  1*5.  Interview  with 
a  retired  statesman,  87.  Vivian 
Grey  and  Mrs.  Felix  LorraiDe, 
87-41.  Supplies  the  key  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  character  and 
career,  89-40.  Similarity  of  pas- 
sage in.  with  speech  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 76.  Dreams  reaHsed 
in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  second 
Premiership,  664. 

Wakley,  Mr.  T.,  on  Lord  Beacons- 
field^s  first  Budget,  440. 

Wales  disturbed  by  Chartists,  182. 

Walpole,  The  Rt.  Hon.  H.  &,  re- 
signs office,  524.  Advocates  pro- 
ceeding with  Resolution  and 
Reform  Bill  simultaneously,  555. 

Walpole^  Sir  R.,  chief  means  of 
defeatmg  Peerage  BUI,  119-20. 
Censures  Lord  Beaconsfield  for 
attacking  Lord  Canning,  515. 

Ward,  Mr^  in  1887, 160. 

Warwickshire  represented  by  Mr. 
Newdegate,  857. 

Welbeck,  scene  of  Bentinck't 
death,  890. 

Wellington,  Duke  of,  called  to 
power.  70.  Reason  for  accepting 
Free  Trade,  800.  Joined  by  Can- 
ning's friends  in  Ministry,  828. 
Dies,  452.  Lord  Beaoonafield 
pronounces  panegyric   on,  462; 
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which  was  plagiarised  from 
French  Beview,  452-6. 

** Westminster  Elector"  accuses 
Lord  Beaconsfield  of  being  a 
member  of  a  Liberal  Club.  88. 
His  charge  denied  by  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, 97.  ProYes  his  charge 
by  producing  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
letters,  97-9. 

WtttmitutUT  Review  scTerely  criti- 
cises **The  Young  Dulce,'*  18. 
Edited  by  Ck>l.  Thompson,  152. 
On  "  Sybil,"  245. 

Westminster  Reform  Club,  Lord 
Beaconsfield  charged  with  being 
a  member  of ^88.  He  denies  the 
charffe,97.  The  charge  proyed 
by  a  Westminster  Elector,  97-9  ; 
and  by  Mr.  Fraser  Bae,  99-100. 
Foundation  of,  100. 

**  What  is  He  ?  "  published,  67.  Ad- 
Tocates  coalition  of  Tories  and 
Radicals,  68. 

Whigs  disliked  by  Reformers,  45^. 
Opposed  by  Reformer  candi- 
dates, 46-7.  Abuse  of,  common 
amone  genuine  Liberals,  62. 
Attacked  by  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
57,59,68,64.  Indicted  in  "  Vin- 
dication,'^ 118.  Accused  of  limit- 
ing the  creation  of  Peers,  ib. 
The  charge  unfounded,  118-20. 
Described  as  an  oligarchy,  122. 
Attacked  by  Runnymede,  148. 
Position  in  1887,  162.  Not  true 
free-traders  according  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  202-4.  Confidence 
of  Queen  brought  forward  in 
favour  of,  205.  Appealed  to 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  against 
Peel,  276-7.  Determined  to 
carry  Free  Trade,  280-81.  In  new 
Parliament.  871. 

Whiteside,  Mr.,  approves  of  Lord 
B^ftconsfield's  Indian  motion,  518. 

WUliam  IV.,  death  of,  150. 

Williams,  Bev.  Mr.,  infiuenoed  by 
Tractarianism,  227. 

WUlis,  N.  P.,  describes  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  15-17. 

Willouehby,  Sir  H.,  opposes  Glad- 
stoncrs  doubling  of  mcome  tax, 
488. 

Wilson,  Mr.,  proposes  increase  of 
malt  tax,  485. 


Wiltshire  represented  by  |Mr. 
Long,  857. 

Wincli^lser  Scholar,  Lord  Beacons- 
field described  as  a,  192.  The 
statement  examined,  ib, 

Winchester,  Lord  Beaconifield  at  a 

W private  school  in,  8. 
ood,  Alderman,  member  of  the 
Westminster  Beform  Club,  100. 

Wood^  Sir  Charles  (now  Lord 
Halifax),  on  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
first  Budget.  488.  Criticises  Lord 
Beaconsnela's  Budget,  471.  As- 
sailed by  Lord  BeMX)nsfield,  472. 
Attacks  on  Napoleon,  491. 

Wycombe,  HighT  character  of,  44. 
Contested  by  Lord  Beaconmeld 
and  Col.  Grey,  44-5.  Betums 
CoL  Grey,  55.  Again  contested, 
58-64.  Again  returns  Col.  Grey, 
64.  Addressed  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 78-9.  Again  returns  CoL 
Grey,  82.  Speech  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield at,  82.  Claimed  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield  as  his  birth- 
place, 188 ;  as  his  father's  pro- 
perty, ib.;  and  as  willing  to  re- 
turn nim  and  his  nominee,  ib. 
Those  statements  examined, 
188-90.  Again  claimed  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  as  his  place  of  birth, 
414. 

Wyndham  quoted  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field, 61. 

Yardley,  Mr.  W.,  challenges  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  198. 

Yorks,  The,  vote  against  Peel,  857. 

*♦  Young  Duke  "  published,  17.  Its 
character,  18.  Prophecy  on  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  future,  178.  On 
Canning,  842-8. 

^  Young  England,"  first  appearance 
in  Lord  Beaconsfield's  speeches, 
179.  Party  formed,214.  Doctrines, 
214-15.  Advocated  by  Lord  J. 
Manners,  215-18 ;  and  by  George 
Smythe,  219-20.  Absurdity  of 
its  doctrines,  226.  Begat  by 
Tractarianism,  t6.  Adoption  of 
those  doctrines  intelligible  in  G. 
Smythe  and  Lord  J.  Manners, 
226-7;  but  not  in  Lord  Bmcous- 
field,  227-9 ;  yet  preached  most 
vigorously  by  him,  228-9. 


PRnSTID  BT  HA<ELL»  WATSOK,  ASD  VINET 
LOKDOM  AND  ATLESBUKT. 


